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PER CURI AM *

Panel a Shirley has noved for | eave to proceed in form
pauperis (“IFP") in this appeal fromthe district court’s
judgnent dism ssing her civil action as factually frivolous. An
| PF conplaint shall be dismssed if it has no arguable basis in
law or in fact. See 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(i); see also

Siglar v. Hi ghtower, 112 F.3d 191, 193 (5th Cr. 1997).

Shirley’'s unsworn narrative declarations do not show that the
fantastic events described in her conplaint have any basis in

fact. See Neitzke v. Wllians, 490 U S. 319, 328 (1989). There

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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is no reason to believe that the deficiencies in Shirley’s
pl eadi ngs coul d be cured through further factual devel opnent.
The notion for |leave to proceed | FP on appeal is DEN ED and the

appeal is DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d

215, 220 (5th Cr. 1983); see also 5THGR R 42.2.
Shirley’'s notion for appointnent of counsel is also DEN ED

See Uner v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212 (5th Gr. 1982).

MOTI ONS DENI ED;, APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS



