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ON REMAND FROM THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNI TED STATES
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PER CURI AM *

The district court’s judgnent of Decenber 1, 1998,
di sm ssing Max-CGeorge’s application for a wit of habeas corpus
under 28 U . S.C. 8 2241 for lack of jurisdiction is VACATED. The
case is REMANDED to the district court for further consideration

consistent with INSv. St. Cyr, 121 S. Q. 2271, 2278-87 (2001)

and Cal cano-Martinez v. INS, 121 S. . 2268, 2270 (2001).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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The Respondents’ notion for leave to file a suppl enent al
brief and Max-CGeorge’s notion for |eave to file a response to the
suppl enental brief are DENI ED. WMax-CGeorge’s notion for sanctions
under 28 U.S.C. § 1927 is not well taken and is DEN ED.

VACATED and REMANDED, MOTI ONS DENI ED.



