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

No. 99-20355
c/w No. 99-20415
Conf er ence Cal endar

M RELLA LANDI ADELMAN, AS NEXT
FRI END OF SON DANI EL LI NDSEY
ADEL MAN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

NOVARTI S PHARVACEUTI CALS CORPORATI ON,
CLOZARI L NATI ONAL REGQ STRY,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. H- 98- CV-4353

Oct ober 19, 1999

Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mrella Adel man, as next friend of her son, Daniel Lindsey
Adel man, seeks in forma pauperis (IFP) status to appeal the
district court’s dismssal of her action pursuant to 42 U S. C
8 1983 and her habeas application. M. Adel man has arguably
denonstrated that she is a pauper. See Fed. R App. P
24(a)(1)(A), (5); Carson v. Polley, 689 F.2d 562, 586 (5th GCr.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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1982). However, because Novartis is not a state actor, and Ms.
Adel man has not alleged that Novartis conspired with a state
actor, she has failed to denonstrate a nonfrivol ous issue for
appeal of her § 1983 action. See Fed. R App. P. 24(a)(1)(0O

Carson, 689 F.2d at 586; 8§ 1983: Hobbs v. Hawkins, 968 F.2d 471,

479-80 (5th Gr. 1992). As for her habeas application, neither
Ms. Adel man nor her son, Daniel, is in prison. Her notion for
| FP status is therefore DENI ED, and these appeals are D SM SSED
as frivolous. See 5th Cir. R 42.2.

Ms. Adel man’s notion for appointnent of counsel is DEN ED

APPEALS DI SM SSED; MOTI ONS DENI ED



