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

No. 99-30972
Summary Cal endar

BOBBY ODUS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

| MM GRATI ON AND NATURALI ZATI ON
SERVI CE

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 99-CV-913

July 27, 2000
Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Bobby Odus appeals fromthe district court’s dismssal of his
habeas corpus petition, filed pursuant to 28 U S. C. § 2241, for
| ack of subject matter jurisdiction. He has also filed a habeas
corpus petition, pursuant to 8§ 2241, and a notion to appoint
counsel in this court.

The “permanent rules” of the Illegal Inmmgration Reform and

| mrm grant Responsibility Act of 1996 (“IIRIRA") elimnated § 2241

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 limted circunstances set forth in 5TH CR R 47.5. 4.



habeas jurisdiction for those cases falling wthin 8 U S C

8§ 1252(a)(2)(C). Max-George v. Reno, 205 F.3d 194, 198 (5th GCr.

2000). (Qdus’s case is governed by the “permanent rul es” because
his deportation proceedi ngs comenced after April 1, 1997. See
Max- George, 205 F.3d at 197 n.3. H's case also falls wthin
8§ 1252(a)(2)(C) because he was convicted of a felony involving
fraud or deceit in which the loss to the victins exceeded $10, 000.
See 8 U.S.C. 88 1101(a)(43)(M, 1227(a)(2)(A) (iii). Accordingly,
the district court’s dismssal of Odus’s 8§ 2241 petition for |ack
of subject matter jurisdiction is AFFIRVED, Odus’s 8§ 2241 habeas
corpus petition is DISM SSED, and his notion to appoint counsel is

DENI ED.



