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PER CURI AM *

Larry Donnell N chols, Louisiana prisoner # 161498,
chal  enges the district court’s dism ssal of his petition for
renoval of his state court action and the denial of his
application to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) on appeal. He
contests the district court’s certification that his appeal is

not taken in good faith. See Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202

(5th Gir. 1997): 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3); FED. R APP. P. 24(a).

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Ni chol s has not shown that the district court erred in
determ ning that the state action could not be renpoved to federal
court by Nichols. Because the renoval statutes provide that only
a defendant may renove a state action to federal court, the
district court did not err in determning that renoval by N chols
was inproper. See 28 U. S. C. 88 1441(a), 1443(1), 1446(a); see

al so McKenzie v. United States, 678 F.2d 571, 574 (5th Cr

1982).
Ni chol s has not denpnstrated that he will raise a

nonfrivol ous issue on appeal. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215,

220 (5th Gr. 1983). Accordingly, Nichols' s notion to proceed
| FP is DENIED, and his appeal is DISM SSED as frivolous. 5THCR
R 42.2; Baugh, 117 F.3d at 202 n. 24.

The dism ssal of this appeal as frivolous counts as a strike

under the Prison Litigation Reform Act. See Adepegba v. Hammons,

103 F. 3d 383, 387 (5th G r. 1996). Accordingly, N chols is
cautioned that if he accunul ates three strikes, he will not be
permtted to proceed IFP in any civil action or appeal filed
while he is incarcerated or detained in any facility unless he is
under i nmm nent danger of serious physical injury. 28 U S C
§ 1915(9).
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