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PER CURI AM

John Janes Jackson appeals fromthe district court's order denying
his 28 U S.C. § 2255 notion to vacate his sentence. W remand for
further proceedings.

A jury convicted Jackson of bank robbery. At sentencing, the
district court denied Jackson's request for a dowward departure, and
sentenced himas a career offender to a termof 300 nonths inprisonnent.
W affirnmed his conviction. United States v. Jackson, 41 F.3d 1231
1234 (8th Cir. 1994) (per curian).

On April 20, 1995, Jackson filed a notion for sentence reduction
under 18 U.S.C. 8§ 3582(c)(2) (sentence nmay be reduced



after sentencing when United States Sentencing Conmi ssion subsequently
reduces sentencing range), arguing that he received ineffective

assi stance of counsel at sentencing. On June 7, 1995, Jackson filed a
separate section 2255 notion, arguing his conviction was obtained in
violation of due process; the court failed to instruct the jury about
his nental illness; and he received i neffective assi stance of counsel
Both notions were filed in the crimnal case; the section 2255 notion
was al so given a civil case nunber. Jackson also noved to consolidate
this notion with his section 3582 notion to reduce his sentence.

On June 30, 1995, the district court denied Jackson's section
3582(c) nmotion to reduce his sentence, and concluded that, even
construed as a notion under section 2255, the clains were without nerit.
On July 24, 1995, Jackson filed a "Motion for Notice of Inquiry"
concerning the status of his June 7 section 2255 notion. On August 22,
1995, the district court indicated it had denied both the section 3582
and section 2255 notions on June 30, and it deni ed Jackson's noti on as
noot. Jackson filed his notice of appeal on Septenber 6, 1995,
appealing the denial of his "28 U S.C. § 2255 notion with a final ORDER
on August 22, 1995."

First, we conclude we lack jurisdiction over the district court's
June 30 order denying Jackson's section 3582(c) notion because Jackson's
Septenber 6 notice of appeal was untinely.

We further conclude that the district court erred in denying as
noot Jackson's notion of notice of inquiry. |In that notion, Jackson
inquired as to the status of his section 2255 notion, and the district
court mistakenly concluded that it had addressed the section 2255
notion. Because the district court had not yet addressed the issues
Jackson raised in his separate section 2255 notion, we renmand for
consi deration of the clains raised therein.



We deny Jackson's notion for an entry of default.
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