UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
LOUISIANA

Dodiyi Williamwest v. Sherry Richardson, et al.

Williamwest - No. No. 21-800 - Decided December 10, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana denied Dodiyi Williamwest’s
motion for leave to appeal in forma pauperis. The court held that although the motion indicated
financial hardship, the proposed appellate issue was conclusory and lacked an arguable basis in law or

fact, making the appeal frivolous and not taken in good faith.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana
WRITING FOR THE COURT Sarah S. Vance

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana
DECIDED December 10, 2025

DOCKET No. 21-800

DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff sought leave to appeal in forma pauperis from an order

denying his motion to consolidate unrelated cases and to annul prior
orders and judgments. The district court denied leave because the

proposed appeal was frivolous and not taken in good faith.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3) and Federal Rule of Appellate
Procedure 24(a)(4)(B), the court determines whether the appeal is
taken in good faith. Good faith exists when the appeal presents a
nonfrivolous issue with an arguable basis in law or fact; probable

success is not required.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; precedential status not stated
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether Williamwest satisfied the requirements for leave to appeal in forma pauperis.

2. Whether the proposed appeal was taken in good faith because it presented a nonfrivolous issue with an

arguable basis in law or fact.

HOLDINGS

1. A party seeking to appeal in forma pauperis must show inability to pay, identify the issues intended for

appeal, and demonstrate that the appeal is taken in good faith.

2. Williamwest's appeal was not taken in good faith because his proposed argument was conclusory and

lacked an arguable basis in law or fact.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Good faith is demonstrated when a party seeks appellate review of any issue ‘not frivolous.’”

“Good faith “does not require that probable success be shown,” but rather “is limited to whether the appeal

»»

involves legal points arguable on their merits (and therefore not frivolous).

“The Court finds that Williamwest has failed to identify a nonfrivolous issue for appeal, and that his appeal is

not in good faith.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Williamwest identified his proposed appellate issue as whether the district court's orders and judgments were
contrary to law and evidence, with a broad question concerning jurisdiction. His motion suggested that appellate
costs would cause financial hardship, but it did not identify a specific legal or factual defect in the challenged

order or judgment. The district court found the proposed appeal conclusory and frivolous.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The district court previously entered judgment against Williamwest. After the Fifth Circuit affirmed most of the
judgment and remanded or otherwise required action concerning two defendants, the district court vacated the
entry of default against those defendants and dismissed the claims against them without prejudice for improper
service. Williamwest later moved to consolidate unrelated cases and annul orders entered by the district court
and the Fifth Circuit; the district court denied that motion, and Williamwest filed a notice of appeal. He then

moved for leave to proceed in forma pauperis on that appeal, which the court denied.
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