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

No. 01-30262
Civil Docket #99-CV-824

M NGCS D. MLLER, JR, as Trustee on behal f of

Mnos D. MIler, Sr. Trust; RUTH LOYD M LLER, as Trustee on behal f
of Mnos D. MIller, Sr. Trust; RICHARD M LLER, as Trustee on behal f
of MIler Partnershinp,

Pl ai ntiffs-Appellants,
vVer sus
FLORI DA GAS TRANSM SSI ON, CO ,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana

Decenber 13, 2001

Before JONES, EM LIO M GARZA, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.”’
PER CURI AM

The court has carefully considered this appeal in |ight
of the briefs and pertinent portions of the record. Having done so

we find no reversible error of |aw or fact.

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



In particular, the district court did not err in
concl udi ng that no “other paper” was filed for purposes of starting
the clock running on renoval from state court until that court
deened certain adm ssi ons agai nst appellants. 28 U . S.C. § 1446(b).
Further, wunder the circunstances of this case, the statenent
contained in one of the parties’ contracts that disputes would be
resolved in “Louisiana’s courts” did not waive appellee’s right to
renove the dispute to federal court. Finally, we find no error in
the district court’s reasoning construing the 1989 easenent
agreenent and the 1994 release. The intent and effect of
contractual provisions in both situations are clear.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



