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PER CURI AM *

The appellants in this case appeal fromthe dism ssal of
their 28 U S.C. § 2241 petitions. A certificate of appealability
(“CAA") is required to appeal “the final order in a habeas corpus
proceedi ng in which the detention conpl ai ned of arises out of
process issued by a State court.” 28 U S.C. 8§ 2253(c)(1)(A.

Because the appellants are seeking release fromthe pending state

Pursuant to 5" CR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5" CR R 47.5. 4.

2



crim nal proceedings against them a COAis required before they

can proceed on appeal. Stringer v. Wllians, 161 F.3d 259, 261-

622 (5th Cir. 1998).
The district court nust neke the initial determ nation

whet her a COA shoul d i ssue. Muni z v. Johnson, 114 F.3d 43, 45

(5th Gr. 1997). Accordingly, the case is REMANDED to the
district court for the limted purpose of the district court’s
i ssuance of a COA ruling. Once the district court has issued its

ruling, this court will consider the case.



