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

No. 99-31158
Conf er ence Cal endar

THEODORE R. MEEKS, JR.,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
| BERVI LLE PARI SH SHERI FF' S OFFI CE
RICHARD J. WARD, District Attorney
for 18th Judicial D strict Court;
M CHAEL M DESTEFANO, M CHAEL GRANT;
HORACE COOK; LORETTA JAMES; RI CHARD
ANTO NE
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 99-CV-480-C
June 15, 2000
Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Theodore R Meeks, Louisiana prisoner # 113328, filed a
civil rights action in state court all eging danages arising from
his arrest for sinple burglary. He also sought to have this
state charge expunged fromhis record and for a determnation to
be made regardi ng pendi ng m sdeneanor charges. Meeks then filed

a “Mdtion for Renpval of Mdtions from State Court” seeking to

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 99-31158
-2

renove these actions to federal court pursuant to 28 U S. C
§ 1443. Citing 28 U . S.C. 88 1915(e) and 1915A, the district
court dism ssed his action as frivolous and for failure to state
a claim

Meeks had no authority to renove these actions to federal
court because he instituted the state court proceedings, and, to
the extent these actions stemmed fromhis crimnal proceedings,

such proceedings did not qualify for renoval under § 1443. See

28 U.S.C. 88 1441(a) & 1443; MKenzie v. United States, 678 F. 2d
571, 574 (5th Cr. 1982) (noting "only a defendant, never a
plaintiff, may renove a civil action fromstate to federa
court"). Therefore, the district court |acked jurisdiction over
his notion, and we affirmits dism ssal of Meeks' notion on this

alternative basis. See Arizonans for Oficial English v.

Arizona, 520 U. S. 43, 73 (1997).
AFFI RVED.



