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Per Curiam Title 18 U S.C. 8§ 3142(i) requires

t hat any detention order issued under section 3142(e) “shal
(1) include witten findings of fact and a witten statenent

of the reasons for the detention . . . .7 See al so United

States v. Moss, 887 F.2d 333, 337-38 (1%t Cir. 1989) (per

curiam (witten detention order which sinply stated that
the court had made a “full review of the evidence and that
defendant had failed to rebut the presunption was
i nsufficient under section 3142(i)). The district judge’'s
written order of detention in this case provides no witten
statenment of the reasons for the detention decision. I n
such circunstances, meani ngf ul appellate review is
I npossi ble, especially where the magistrate judge ordered
appel l ant released and did provide a witten statenent of
the reasons for that decision.

Therefore, we remand the matter with directions to
the district judge to provide a witten statenment, by My
23, 2000, of the reasons for his decision to detain the
appel | ant.

Remanded.



