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

No. 99-50601
Conf er ence Cal endar

| SI DRO MARTI NEZ RAM REZ,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
K. GRANBERRY, Detention Oficer,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. SA-96-CV-228

 June 16, 2000

Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

| sidro Martinez Ramrez, Texas prisoner # 782291, appeals
the district court’s order denying his notion to protect the
proceeds of the judgnent in his favor. This is construed as a
nmotion seeking a prelimnary injunction. W have carefully
reviewed the appellate record and Ramrez’ s argunents. Ramrez

has not satisfied any of the prerequisites for a prelimnary

i njunction. See Sunbeam Prods., Inc. v. Wst Bend Co., 123 F. 3d

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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246, 250 (5th Cr. 1997). The district court did not abuse its
discretion in denying the prelimnary injunction. See id. at 261
This appeal is without arguable nerit and is thus frivol ous.
It is DOSM SSED. See 5THCQR R 42.2.
The dism ssal of this appeal as frivolous counts as a strike

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

103 F. 3d 383, 387-88 (5th Gr. 1996). W caution Ramrez that
once he accunul ates three strikes, he may not proceed in form
pauperis (IFP) in any civil action or appeal filed while he is
i ncarcerated or detained in any facility unless he is under
i mm nent danger of serious physical injury. See 8§ 1915(g).

DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; STRI KE WARNI NG | SSUED



