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

No. 95-20655
Summary Cal endar

ELLAR PERRY S| MPSON
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

CHARLES RAY TAYLOR;
HOUSTON | NDEPENDENT SCHOOL DI STRI CT,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 93-CV-2723

MRy 22, 1996
Before JOLLY, JONES and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ellar Perry Sinpson has filed notions to proceed in forma
pauperis (“IFP") on appeal, for transcripts at governnment
expense, and for appoi ntnent of counsel.

Because Si npson’s proposed i ssues for appeal concern only

the credibility of witnesses, her appeal is frivolous. See

Martin v. Thomas, 973 F.2d 449, 453 n.3 (5th Cr. 1992) (an

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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appel l ate court may not weigh conflicting evidence or determ ne

the credibility of wtnesses); Jackson v. Dallas Police Dep't,

811 F.2d 260, 261 (5th Cr. 1986).

Sinpson’s notion to proceed |IFP is DENI ED and her appeal is
DI SM SSED as frivolous. 5th Gr. R 42. 2.

Sinpson’s notion for transcripts at governnment expense and

for appoi ntnent of counsel are DEN ED as nopot.



