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PER CURI AM *

In this civil rights case, the district court entered a
final judgnent dism ssing the action on Decenber 4, 2003. On

Decenber 15, 2003, the plaintiff filed a pro se notice of appea

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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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



from the judgnent entered Decenber 4, 2003. Thereafter, the
district court advised this court that it was inclined to reinstate
the action in order to correct an error in the judgnent of
di sm ssal pursuant to FED. R Cv. P. 60.

The district court was divested of jurisdiction by the

filing of atinely notice of appeal. See Alvestad v. Minsanto Co.,
671 F.2d 908, 911 n.2 (5th Cr. 1982). Under these circunstances,
we treat the district court’s informal indication that it is
inclined to grant reinstatenent as a request for remand and
aut horization to grant relief pursuant to FED. R Cv. P. 60. W
remand the case to the district court to conduct such further

proceedi ngs as may be necessary. See Rutherford v. Harris County,

Tex., 197 F.3d 173, 190 (5th Gr. 1999). W do not retain
jurisdiction and any party desiring to appeal the district court’s
order on remand nust file a new notice of appeal.

REMANDED.



