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

No. 02-30358
Summary Cal endar

DI ANNA DENI SON WARNER
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DBI / SALA; ET AL,
Def endant s,
MARCI A RI CHMOND JCOHNSON
on behalf of Courtney Al exis Ri chnond,

natural tutrix,

Movant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 01-CV-1366

~ October 15, 2002
Before DAVIS, WENER and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Mar ci a R chnond Johnson appeals the district court’s deni al
of her notion seeking intervention as of right or, alternatively,

perm ssive intervention in accordance with FED. R CQv. P. 24.

This court nust determne the basis of its jurisdiction onits

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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own notion if necessary. Msley v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th

Cr. 1987). W have jurisdiction to entertain this appeal to the
extent that Johnson is challenging the district court’s denial of

her notion seeking intervention as of right. Edwards v. Gty of

Houston, 78 F.3d 983, 992 (5th Gr. 1996) (en banc). However, to
the extent that Johnson is challenging the district court’s
deni al of her notion seeking perm ssive intervention, we have
jurisdiction over this appeal only if we determne that the
district court abused its vast discretion in denying the notion.
Id.

Johnson has not shown that the district court erred in
denying her notion to the extent that she sought intervention as
of right, as she has not shown that the ultimte disposition of
the underlying suit that was instituted by D anna Warner could
inpair or affect her ability to protect her interests. See Doe

v. dickman, 256 F.3d 371, 375-81 (5th Gr. 2001). Accordingly,

the judgnent of the district court is AFFIRMED to the extent that
it denied Johnson’s notion seeking intervention as of right.
Johnson has |ikew se not shown that the district court
abused its discretion by denying her notion seeking perm ssive
intervention on the basis that her presence in the underlying

suit could prejudice D anna Warner. See Ingebretsen v. Jackson

Pub. Sch. Dist., 88 F.3d 274, 281 (5th Cr. 1996). Consequently,

to the extent that Johnson seeks to appeal the district court’s
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deni al of her notion seeking perm ssive intervention, her appeal
i s DI SM SSED.
JUDGVENT OF DI STRI CT COURT AFFI RVED I N PART AND APPEAL

DI SM SSED | N PART.



