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PER CURI AM ~
Robert Lee Mudd, Texas prisoner # 424596, has appeal ed the

district court’s order dismssing his civil rights conplaint for

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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failure to state a clai mupon which relief may be granted. In
his conplaint, Mudd chall enged the application to himof a
Security Precaution Designator (SPD), pursuant to Texas
Departnent of Crimnal Justice, Correctional Institutional
Division, Admnistrative Directive 4.11 (AD 4.11), because of a
1995 escape attenpt and related staff assault.

Under AD 4.11, inmates with prior escape attenpts not ol der
than 10 years are tagged wwth a SPD and are automatically housed
i n medi um custody. The appel |l ees have advised the court that
Mudd’ s SPD was renoved on July 22, 2005; that Midd's cust ody
classification is mnimum custody (@&); and that he is housed in
a cellblock with m ninmum custody i nmates. Miudd concedes that his
SPD has been renoved and that he is no | onger housed in nmedi um
custody. Accordingly, this case no | onger presents a live

controversy supporting this court’s jurisdiction. See Sierra

Cub v. dickman, 156 F.3d 606, 619 (5th G r. 1998).

The appeal is DI SM SSED



