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David Wayne Wi ght appeals fromthe 24-nonth sentence
i nposed follow ng the revocati on of his supervised rel ease.
Wi ght contends that the sentence was unreasonabl e and that the
district court failed to consider the sentencing factors set
forth at 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a). This court nust exam ne the basis
of its jurisdiction onits own notion if necessary. Msley v.
Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th Gir. 1987). Article Ill, § 2, of
the Constitution |imts federal court jurisdiction to actual

cases and controversi es. See Spencer v. Kemna, 523 U.S. 1, 7

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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(1998). The case-or-controversy requi renent demands that “sone
concrete and continuing injury other than the now ended
i ncarceration or parole -- sone ‘collateral consequence’ of the
conviction -- nmust exist if the suit is to be naintained.” 1d.

Wight has served the sentence that was inposed upon the
revocation of his supervised rel ease. The order revoking
Wight's termof supervised rel ease inposed no further term of
supervi sed rel ease. Accordingly, there is no case or controversy
for this court to address, and the appeal is dism ssed as noot.
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