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

No. 02-10275
Summary Cal endar

M CHAEL TAYLOR,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
DON CARPENTER, Sheriff; DR, HOLBROOK, Practitioner; FORT WORTH
COUNTY JAIL; WAYNE SCOTT, Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice,

I nstitutional D vision,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:02-CV-49-Y
June 13, 2002
Before JONES, SM TH and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
M chael Tayl or, Texas prisoner # 475730, requests leave to

proceed in forma pauperis (I FP) on appeal. There is a question

whet her Taylor’s notice of appeal is effective, given that his
“Motion of (bjections” was filed wthin 10 days of the final
j udgnent and was never expressly ruled upon by the district

court, though the court later denied Taylor’s |IFP request upon

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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determ ning that his appeal |acked nerit. See Harcon Barge Co.

v. D& GBoat Rentals, Inc., 784 F.2d 665, 668-69 (5th Cr. 1986)

(en banc); Burt v. Ware, 14 F.3d 256, 259-61 (5th Gr. 1994).

We need not remand the case for a ruling on that notion
because Tayl or has not denonstrated that his appeal is not

frivolous and is thus being taken in good faith. See Baugh v.

Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202 (5th G r. 1997); Howard v. King, 707

F.2d 215, 220 (5th Gr. 1983); see also United States v. Alvarez,

210 F. 3d 309, 310 (5th Cr. 2000). Taylor’s IFP notion nerely
repeats several of the delusional allegations he asserted in his
42 U.S.C. § 1983 conplaint, which the district court found to be
factually frivol ous.

Taylor’s | FP notion is DENNED. His notion for the
production of docunents is DENIED. Hi s appeal is DI SM SSED AS

FRIVOLOUS. 5THCGR R 42.2.



