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PER CURI AM

M dwest Mot or Express and the other defendants appeal the district
court's refusal to grant their notion for Rule 11 sanctions against the
plaintiff. In this case, the plaintiff alleged clainms of R CO violations,
fraud, and enbezzl enent agai nst the defendants. The district court granted
the defendants' notion to dismss the conplaint for |ack of a factual basis
to support the



all egations made, and for a failure to allege the essential elenents of a
Rl CO case based on mail and wire fraud in violation of Fed. R Civ. P
9(b). The district court, however, denied the defendants' notion for Rule
11 sanctions without stating fully its reasons for the denial. The
plaintiff has not appeal ed fromthe dism ssal

Rule 11 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure dictates that the
i nposi tion of sanctions upon a determnation that Rule 11 has been viol at ed
is discretionary with the district court. W review all aspects of a
district court's Rule 11 determnation for an abuse of discretion. Cooter
& Gell v. Hartmarx Corp., 496 U . S. 384, 405 (1990). W cannot neani ngful ly
review the district court's exercise of discretion, however, absent the

benefit of a full statenment of reasons explaining why the district court
deni ed the nmotion for sanctions.

Accordingly, we retain jurisdiction of this case but remand it to the
district court for the limted purpose of requesting the district court to
articulate the reasons supporting its exercise of discretion to deny the
def endants' notion for Rule 11 sanctions. The district court's statenent
of reasons shall be certified to this court within 45 days.
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