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Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Arthur Magoon, a Texas resident and forner Texas
prisoner, challenges the district court’s denial of his

application to proceed in forma pauperis (“IFP’) on appeal

followng the district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S. C. § 1983
conpl aint as duplicative of another of his |awsuits. Magoon is

effectively challenging the district court’s certification that

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 03-10750
-2

he should not be granted |IFP status because his appeal is not

taken in good faith. See Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F. 3d 197, 202 (5th

Gir. 1997); 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3); FED. R ApP. P. 24(a).

By not directing his notion solely to the district court’s
reasons for the certification decision, Magoon has effectively
abandoned the only issue that is properly before this court. See

Baugh, 117 F.3d at 202; Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25

(5th Gr. 1993). Accordingly, Magoon’s notion to proceed IFP is
DENI ED, and his appeal is DI SM SSED as frivol ous. See Baugh, 117
F.3d at 202 & n.24; 5TH QR R 42.2.

| FP DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS.



