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

No. 01-30808
Conf er ence Cal endar

ANGELA M BQUTTE

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
CGEORGE W BUSH, Jr., President of the United States;
Rl CHARD B. CHENEY, Vice President of the United States;
MARY LANDRI EU, U.S. Senator; MARC H MORIAL, Mayor; CITY OF NEW
ORLEANS; M CHELLE M MORI AL; WAL TELEVI SI ON STATION; T. LAMAR
TEAFCORD, Dr.: LAKELAND MEDI CAL CENTER, KAMRAN ZAHERI, M D.; TENET
HEALTH SYSTEM MEMORI AL MEDI CAL CENTER, | NC.: UNI DENTI FI ED
PARTI ES,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-661-R

~ Cctober 25, 2001
Bef ore W ENER, BENAVIDES, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM
Angel a Boutte has filed a notion to proceed in form
pauperis (I FP) and a notion to expedite her appeal of the
district court’s dismssal of her civil conplaint as frivol ous.
A district court may deny a notion for |eave to appeal |IFP

by certifying that the appeal is not taken in good faith and by

providing witten reasons for the certification. See Baugh v.

Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202 (5th Gr. 1997); 28 U S.C
8§ 1915(a)(3); Fed. R App. P. 24(a). The appellant may chall enge

the district court's certification decision by filing in this
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court a notion for |eave to proceed IFP. 1d. at 202; Fed.

R App. P. 24(a)(5). The notion, however, "mnust be directed
solely to the trial court's reasons for the certification
decision." See Baugh, 117 F.3d at 202.

Boutte’s notion does not challenge the district court’s
certification that the appeal was not taken in good faith, as is
required. It is therefore DEN ED

If the nerits of the appeal are "inextricably intertw ned
wth the certification decision," we may determ ne both issues.
Baugh, 117 F.3d at 202. Qur inquiry into an appellant's good
faith" is limted to whether the appeal involves "|egal points
arguable on their nerits (and therefore not frivolous).'" Howard
v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Cr. 1983) (citation omtted).
Probabl e success on the nerits is not required. |d.

Boutte has failed to show that her appeal involves
nonfrivolous |egal issues. Her clains are “inextricably
intertwined” with the district court’s certification decision,
and, therefore, we dismss the appeal as frivolous in the
interest of judicial econony. See Baugh, 117 F.3d at 202; 5th
Cr. R 42.2. Boutte's notion to expedite appeal is DEN ED as
noot .

Motion for | FP status DEN ED;, notion to expedite appeal
DENI ED; all other notions are DEN ED; appeal DI SM SSED



