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Julius Drew, Sr., seeks |leave to proceed in forma pauperis
(I FP) on appeal fromthe district court’s order remandi ng the state
court crimnal actions against himfollowng his filing of a notice
of renoval pursuant to 28 U S . C § 1443. Drew is effectively
chal l enging the district court’s certification that he shoul d not

be granted IFP status because his appeal is not taken in good

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



faith. See Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202 (5th Cr. 1997); 28
U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3); FED. R App. P. 24(a).

In state court, Drew pleaded guilty to charges of assault,
reckl essly causing bodily injury to an elderly person, and the
unaut hori zed practice of |[|aw As Drew did not allege that a
specific federal |aw protects the crimnal conduct with which he
was charged, he has not shown that renoval of the crimnal actions
was appropriate under 28 U S.C. § 1443. See City of G eenwood,
M ss. v. Peacock, 384 U. S. 808, 824-28 (1966). Furt hernore, as
Drew filed his notice of renoval over a year after he pleaded
guilty and was sentenced, his notice of renoval was untinely. See
28 U.S.C. § 1446(c)(1).

Because Drew has failed to show that his case presented
nonfrivolous issues for appeal, we uphold the district court’s
order certifying that the appeal is not taken in good faith.
Drew s request for |FP status is DENED, and his appeal is
DI SM SSED as frivol ous. See Baugh, 117 F. 3d at 202 & n. 24; 5THQR
R 42.2. Drew s renaining outstanding notions are al so DENI ED.

| FP DENI ED, APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; ALL OUTSTANDI NG

MOTI ONS DENI ED



