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Bef ore DeMOSS, STEWART, and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Edward Sanchez Hi nojos, Texas prisoner No. 1160674, appeal s
the district court’s dismssal of his civil rights conpl aint
alleging a denial of his right of access to the courts. The
district court determ ned that the conplaint was frivol ous under
28 U S.C. 8 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) and that it failed to state a claim
for relief. H nojos’s pleadings do not establish that the
def endant intentionally deprived himof access to the courts or
that he suffered any injury as the result of her actions. Lews

v. Casey, 518 U. S. 343, 350-52 (1996); MDonald v. Steward, 132

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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F.3d 225, 230-31 (5th Gr. 1998). Hi nojos’s argunent that the
district court erred by dismssing his conplaint prior to serving
the defendant is without merit. 8 1915(e)(2)(B)(i); 28 U S.C
8§ 1915A.

Hi nojos’s appeal is wthout arguable nerit and is therefore

di sm ssed as frivol ous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20

(5th Gr. 1983); see 5THCQR R 42.2.
The district court’s dismssal of H nojos’s conplaint and
this court’s dismssal of his appeal count as two strikes under

28 U.S.C. 8 1915(g). Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387 (5th

Cir. 1996). Hinojos is cautioned that if he accunul ates three
strikes, he may no | onger proceed in forma pauperis in any civil
action or appeal filed while he is incarcerated or detained in
any facility unless he is under inmm nent danger of serious
physical injury. See 8§ 1915(g).

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



