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

No. 94-60232
Conf er ence Cal endar

LYDI A R JEFFREY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

EDI NBURG HOSPI TAL,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. M 94- CA-001

August 23, 1995
Before KING JOLLY, and WENER, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Lydia R Jeffrey noves for |eave to appeal in forma pauperis
(IFP), arguing that the district court should not have di sm ssed
her action for want of subject matter jurisdiction sua sponte
W thout a hearing. "Wen the district court rules on a notion to

dism ss without an evidentiary hearing the plaintiff need only

present a prima facie case of personal jurisdiction." Trinity
Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions

that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Indus., Inc. v. Myers & Assocs., Ltd., 41 F.3d 229, 230 (5th G

1995), petition for cert. filed, No. 94-1842 (May 8, 1995).

Jeffrey has made no attenpt to show jurisdiction. |In the absence
of such an attenpt, a challenge to the lack of a hearing is
meritless.

Jeffrey, thus, presents no issue of arguable nerit. Her
appeal is frivolous, and we dismss it as such. See 5th Gr. R

42.2; Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983).

As this is Jeffrey's third attenpt to obtain | eave to
proceed IFP in this matter w thout heeding the adnonitions of
this court, no future filings arising fromor connected with the
subject of this litigation will be accepted by the clerk.
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