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Before KING WENER, and OAEN, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Percy Bouldin, Jr., noves this court for | eave to proceed in
forma pauperis (I FP) on appeal followi ng the grant of sunmary
judgnent in favor of Constar Plastic, Inc. (Constar). W
construe Bouldin’s notion as a challenge to the determ nation

that the appeal is not taken in good faith. See Baugh v. Tayl or,

117 F.3d 197, 202 (5th Gr. 1997).
Boul din’s notion addresses only his asserted indigent status
and does not chall enge the dism ssal of his conplaint as barred

by the statute of limtations. Failure to identify an error in

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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the district court’s analysis is the sanme as if the appellant had

not appeal ed the judgnent. Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy

Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Gr. 1987). Al though pro

se briefs are liberally construed, even pro se litigants nust

brief argunents in order to preserve them Yohey v. Collins,

985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Cr. 1993).
Boul di n has not shown that the determ nation that his appeal
woul d not be taken in good faith was incorrect. Bouldin's appeal

is without arguable nerit and is frivolous. See Howard v. King,

707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Gr. 1983). Accordingly, Bouldins
request for IFP status is denied, and his appeal is dism ssed.
See id.; 5THOR R 42.2. Constar’s notion to dism ss the appeal
is denied.

MOTI ONS DENI ED;, APPEAL DI SM SSED



