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PER CURI AM

Al bert Charles Burgess seeks to appeal from the district
court’s order denying his petition filed under 28 U S.C. § 2241
(1994), and his notions to alter or anmend the judgnent under Fed.
R CGv. P. 59(e). Upon review, we find that the sentence Burgess
chal | enged has expired. Accordingly, because this appeal no | onger

denonstrates a case or controversy, we dismss it as noot. See

Spencer v. Kema, 523 US 1,  , 118 S. C. 978, 983 (1998)
(“[T] hroughout the litigation, the plaintiff ‘nust have suffered,
or be threatened with, an actual injury traceable to the def endant
and likely to be redressed by a favorable judicial decision.’”);

Lane v. WIllians, 455 U S 624, 631 (1982) (holding that habeas

petitions were noot after prisoners’ sentences expired and where
prisoners had attacked only their sentences). We di spense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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