IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-10523
Conf er ence Cal endar

TIMD. TINLIN

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
PRESTON DeSHAZO, Attorney at Law, CARL ALLEN McNEI LL
Attorney at Law, KAWASAKI MOTORS CORP., USA, d ains
Admi ni strator; WYNN WOODARD, SAMW WHI TES; RACE TECH CORP.;
SAMW WHI TE' S KAWASAKI, | NC.

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:99-CV-1180-M

Before DAVI S, STEWART, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

TimD. Tinlin, Texas prisoner #807702, noves for leave to
proceed in forma pauperis (IFP), inplicitly challenging the
district court’s certification that his appeal is taken in bad
faith. He alleges that the district court listed only Texas
residents in the order of dismssal, and he states w thout
offering any details that there was diversity of citizenship.

Because Tinlin nanmed Texas residents anong the defendants in his

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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civil action, he has failed to show conplete diversity. GCetty
Gl Corp., a Dv. of Texaco, Inc. v. Insurance Co. of N Anerica,
841 F.2d 1254, 1258 (5th Cr. 1988).

Tinlin s appeal is wthout arguable nerit and is frivol ous.
Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). Tinlin's
| FP notion is denied, and the appeal is dismssed. The dism ssal
of Tinlin' s appeal as frivolous counts as a “strike” for purposes
of 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(g). Once Tinlin accunul ates three “strikes,”
he may not bring a civil action or appeal |IFP unless he “is under
i mm nent danger of serious physical injury.” 28 U S. C
8§ 1915(g). Tinlin s notion to expedite his appeal is DEN ED

| FP DENI ED, MOTI ON TO EXPEDI TE DEN ED, APPEAL DI SM SSED

5STHAR R 42. 2.



