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For the Southern District of M ssissippi, Jackson D vision

(99- CV- 181- BR)

Bef ore REAVLEY, JONES, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Def endant s- Appel l ants bring this appeal of a district court’s

order remanding this case to the state court from which it was

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



renmoved. Alternatively, Defendants-Appellants petition this court
for awit of mandanus to correct what they contend is an erroneous
remand order. “An order remanding a case to the State court from
which it was renoved is not reviewable on appeal or otherw se.”

See 28 U S. C. 1447(d); In re Excel Corp., 1997 U S. App. LEXIS

12792 (5th Cr. 1997). Therefore, because the district court’s
remand order was based on a defect in the renoval procedure, i.e.,
the wuntineliness of renoval, we lack jurisdiction to hear
Def endant s- Appel | ants’ appeal or to grant the mandanus petition.
Accordingly, the appeal is dism ssed for want of jurisdiction and

the petition for mandanus is deni ed.



