IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-40756
Conf er ence Cal endar

LEO L. PITTMAN ET AL.,

Plaintiffs,
LEO L. PI TTMAN,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
SHERVAN B. HALL, JR ; EMORY J. SHERI FF OF BRAZORI A COUNTY,
Sheriff; DAVID HEAD, County Conmm ssioner; JACK PATTERSON, County
Commi ssi oner; JAMES C. LAWSON, County Conm ssioner; Rl CHARD Dl X,
Capt ai n,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. G 97-CV-167

Decenber 15, 1999
Before JOLLY, H GE NBOTHAM and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Leo L. Pittman, TDCJ #718254, appeals the dism ssal of his
pro se 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 civil rights suit as frivol ous under 28
US C 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(i). Pittman fails to properly brief any

i ssues for appeal, and, thus, all issues are waived. See Hidden

Gaks Ltd. v. Gty of Austin, 138 F.3d 1036, 1045 n.6 (5th Cr.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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1998); Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Gr. 1993).

The judgnent of the district court is AFFIRMED. Pittman is
warned that the dismssal of his claimby the district court as
frivolous counts as a strike for purposes of 28 U S. C. 8§ 1915(9).

See Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387 (5th G r. 1996)

(“IDlismssals as frivolous in the district courts or the court
of appeals count [as strikes] for the purposes of [§ 1915(Qg)].").
We caution Pittman that once he accunul ates three strikes, he may

not proceed in forma pauperis in any civil action or appeal filed

while he is incarcerated or detained in any facility unless he is
under i nm nent danger of serious physical injury. See 28 U S. C
§ 1915(9).

AFFI RVED. SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED.



