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

No. 97-10199
Summary Cal endar

M E. HALL, ET AL.,

Plaintiffs,
ME. Hall,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
ROBERT FRANCI S; SALLY
ZOE; OTHER UNKNOWN PERSONS
JOHN DOE, 2; JOHN DCE, 3,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:96-CV-3131-D
Septenber 3, 1998

Before DAVIS, WENER and STEWART, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M E. Hall seeks to proceed in fornma pauperis (IFP) in the

appeal of the dismssal of her civil rights conplaint for |ack of
subject matter jurisdiction. "To proceed on appeal in form

pauperis, a litigant nmust be economcally eligible, and his

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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appeal nust not be frivolous." Jackson v. Dallas Police Dep't,

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

Hall’ s conplaint failed to allege facts sufficient to show
that the defendants deprived Hall of her rights under col or of
state law or that their alleged m sconduct was the result of a
racially discrimnatory intent. Therefore, the conplaint failed
to state a constitutional violation. See 42 U.S.C. 88 1981,
1983, and 1985.

Because Hall fails to show that she will raise a
nonfrivol ous i ssue on appeal, her notion to proceed IFP is

DENI ED. See Jackson, 811 F.2d at 261. Because the appeal is

frivolous, it is D SM SSED. 5th CGr. R 42.2.

| FP DENI ED. APPEAL DI SM SSED



