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PER CURI AM *

Terence Sias, Louisiana prisoner # 127791, appeals fromthe
district court’s dismssal as frivolous and for failure to state
a claimpursuant to 28 U. S.C. 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) and (ii) of his
pro se, in forma pauperis (IFP) conplaint. Sias’s conplaint
all eged that he was denied the constitutional right of access to

the courts in violation of 42 U S.C. 8 1983.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Sias does not provide a clear assertion that indicates the
manner in which the defendants all egedly denied his right of
access to the courts. He also does not present a coherent
argunent show ng that he has been prejudiced in his ability to
prepare and transmt a necessary |egal docunent to a court. He
therefore has failed to establish that he has suffered a

constitutional deprivation. See Lewis v. Casey, 518 U S. 343,

351-54 (1996); Ruiz v. United States, 160 F.3d 273, 275 (5th Cr

1998). Sias’s allegations are vague and conclusory and are
therefore insufficient to establish a 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 claim

See Arnaud v. Odom 870 F.2d 304, 307 (5th Cr. 1989).

Sias also seeks an injunction and raises clains relating to
disciplinary reports, retaliation, and the deprivation of good
time credits. This court will not consider these clains because

they were not presented to the district court. See Leverette v.

Louisville Ladder Co., 183 F.3d 339, 342 (5th Gr. 1999). To the

extent that Sias seeks injunctive relief regarding his claimof
deni al of access to the courts, he fails to establish that such
relief is warranted. See FED. R App. P. 8.

Sias’'s appeal is without arguable nerit and is dismssed as

frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr

1983); 5THQAR R 42.2. The district court’s dismssal of Sias’s
conplaint as frivolous and for failure to state a claimcounts as
a strike under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g), as does the dism ssal of this

appeal . See Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F.3d 383, 387-88 (5th Gr
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1996). This court cautions Sias that if he accunul ates three
strikes, he will not be able to proceed IFP in any civil action
or appeal filed while he is incarcerated or detained in any
facility unless he is under inm nent danger of serious physical
infjury. See 28 U S.C. § 1915(9g).

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; ALL OUTSTANDI NG MOTI ONS

DENI ED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



