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PER CURI AM *

Kei th Canpbel |, Texas prisoner # 1219880, has filed a notion
for leave to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) on appeal. The
district court denied Canpbell’s IFP notion and certified that
t he appeal was not taken in good faith. By noving for |IFP
Canmpbell is challenging the district court’s certification. See

Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202 (5th Gr. 1997).

Asi de from concl usi onal allegations, Canpbell does not
chal l enge the district court’s analysis, nor does he argue that

the district court erred in determning that he failed to present

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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an arguabl e or non-frivolous issue for appeal. Therefore, these

i ssues are deened abandoned. See Bri nkmann v. Dallas County

Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987).

Canmpbel | has not shown that the district court’s
certification was incorrect. The instant appeal is w thout
arguable nerit and is thus frivolous. Accordingly, Canpbell’s
request for IFP status is denied, and his appeal is dism ssed as

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

1983); 5THQAR R 42.2. Canpbell’s notion for the appoi ntnent of
counsel on appeal is al so denied.
The di sm ssal of the instant appeal as frivolous counts as a

strike for purposes of 28 U S.C. 8§ 1915(g). See Adepegba v.

Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 385-87 (5th G r. 1996). Canpbell has al so

accumul ated two strikes in Campbell v. Pace Setter Personnel, No.

06-10478, which this court has dism ssed as frivolous on this
date. Accordingly, because Canpbell has accunul ated at | east
three strikes, he is barred fromproceeding IFP in any civil
action or appeal brought while he is incarcerated or detained in
any facility unless he is under inmm nent danger of serious
physical injury. See 8§ 1915(g). Canmpbell is further cautioned
that any future frivolous or repetitive filings in this court or
any court subject to this court’s jurisdiction will subject him
to additional sanctions as will the failure to w thdraw any

pending matters that are frivol ous.
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MOTI ONS DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED; 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(g) BAR

| MPCSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



