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

No. 00-30410
Summary Cal endar

TEODORO ALPUERTO ANDOQ,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
| MM GRATI ON AND NATURALI ZATI ON SERVI CE, Detention &
Deportation Section; DORI'S MElI SSNER, JANET RENO, United
States Attorney General; UNNAVED OFFI CER,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 00- CV-287

~ August 4, 2000
Before JOLLY, H GE NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Teodoro Al puerto Ando appeals fromthe district court’s
di sm ssal of his habeas corpus petition, filed pursuant to 28
US C 8§ 2241, for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction. The
per manent provisions of the Illegal Inmgration Reform and
| mm grant Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) apply to the instant case
because the renoval proceedi ngs agai nst Ando comrenced after

April 1, 1997. See Max-George v. Reno, 205 F.3d 194, 197 n.3
(5th Gr. 2000).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Ando was found renovabl e pursuant to 8 U S. C
8§ 1227(a)(2)(A)(iii) based on his conviction for conspiracy to
defraud the Governnent through fraudulent clains in excess of
$10,000 in violation of 18 U S. C. 8§ 286, 287. This court held

in Max-George that “I1 RIRA s permanent provisions elimnate

§ 2241 habeas corpus jurisdiction for those cases that fal

within [8 US.C] § 1252(a)(2)(C).” Max-GCeorge, 205 F.3d at 199.

Because Ando’s order of renoval falls within the provisions set
forth in 8§ 1252(a)(2)(C), the district court |acked subject-
matter jurisdiction to consider the instant 8§ 2241 petition.
Accordingly, the district court’s judgnent of dismssal is
AFFI RMED. The Imm gration and Naturalization Service's notions
for summary affirmance and to defer filing of the answering brief

are DENI ED AS UNNECESSARY



