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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Famous Pawn, Inc. ("Famous Pawn") appeals the district court’s
orders denying its motion to reconsider its order denying motion to
modify class definition and dismiss claims subject to arbitration and
denying its motion to stay proceedings pending arbitration. The Fed-
eral Arbitration Act expressly permits an immediate appellate chal-
lenge to a district court’s denial of a motion to stay proceedings
pending arbitration. 9 U.S.C. § 16(a)(1)(A) (2000); Snowden v.
Checkpoint Check Cashing, 290 F.3d 631 (4th Cir.), cert. denied, 123
S. Ct. 695 (2002). 

The record reveals, however, that the Plaintiffs’ claims in question
are not subject to an arbitration agreement.* The district court’s fur-
ther decertification of the class renders no plaintiff against whom the
arbitration may be enforced and the proceedings stayed. 

The Constitution limits the jurisdiction of Article III courts to mat-

*To the extent that Karen Dowhite signed the original arbitration
agreement with respect to one claim, Famous Pawn does not take issue
with this claim on appeal. 
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ters that present actual cases or controversies. See U.S. Const. art. III,
§ 2, cl.1. A matter that has become moot does not present an actual
case or controversy. "[A] case is moot when the issues presented are
no longer ‘live’ or the parties lack a legally cognizable interest in the
outcome." Powell v. McCormack, 395 U.S. 486, 496 (1969). The
requirement that a case have an actual, ongoing controversy extends
throughout the pendency of the action. Preiser v. Newkirk, 422 U.S.
395, 401 (1975). When a case has become moot after the entry of the
district court’s judgment, an appellate court no longer has jurisdiction
to entertain the appeal. Mills v. Green, 159 U.S. 651, 653 (1895). We
hold that the district court’s decertification of the class renders this
appeal moot. 

Accordingly, we dismiss this appeal for lack of subject matter
jurisdiction. We further deny Famous Pawn’s motion for leave to file
attachment to its brief and the Appellees’ request for stay of appeal.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argument would not aid the decisional process.

DISMISSED
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