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PER CURIAM:"

Mark Audwin Brown, a Texas state pretrial detainee, seeks to proceed
in forma pauperis (IFP) on appeal from the denial of his motion to reopen
the time to file an appeal from the dismissal of his civil complaint. The
district court denied the motion on the basis that Brown failed to cite any
authority providing the district court with the ability to reopen an appeal that
has been dismissed by our court for want of prosecution. Brown’s IFP

" This opinion is not designated for publication. See 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.
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motion is a challenge to the district court’s certification that any appeal
would not be taken in good faith because Brown will not present a
nonfrivolous appellate issue. See Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202 (5th Cir.
1997).

Brown has not alleged that he did not receive notice of the underlying
judgment; to the contrary, he previously appealed it. See 28 U.S.C.
§ 2107(c)(1); FED. R. App. P. 4(a)(6). Thus, he fails to demonstrate a
nonfrivolous issue with respect to the district court’s denial of his motion to
reopen the time to file an appeal. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th
Cir. 1983). His motion to proceed IFP on appeal is therefore DENIED, and
the appeal is DISMISSED as frivolous. See Baugh, 117 F.3d at 202 n.24;
5TH CIR. R. 42.2.



