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Maria Christina Sal gado, fornerly federal prisoner # 13556-
179, appeals the dismssal of her 28 U S. C. 8§ 2241 petition
wherein she argued that cancellation of the Intensive Corrections
Center (1CC)/Boot Canp programviol ated the “notice-and-coment”
requi renent of the Adm nistrative Procedures Act, her due process
rights, and the Ex Post Facto Cl ause. Sal gado sought a reduction
in “actual prison tinme” anounting to her imedi ate rel ease from

prison. The district court denied her petition on the nerits.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Sal gado was rel eased fromprison while the instant appeal
was pending. An appeal is not noot sinply because a § 2241

petitioner is no longer in custody. Brown v. Resor, 407 F.2d

281, 283 (5th CGr. 1969). However, an action is nobot when the
court cannot grant the relief requested by the noving party. See

Bai |l ey v. Southerland, 821 F.2d 277, 278 (5th G r. 1987) (hol ding

that an appeal fromthe denial of a § 2241 application was noot

because “[t]he main thrust” of Bailey’'s application was to be

rel eased fromconfinenent, and “[b] ecause Bailey was rel eased .
this court [could] no |longer provide himwth that relief”);

see also WIly v. Adm nistrative Review Board, 423 F.3d 483, 494

n.50 (5th CGr. 2006) (“If an event occurs that prevents us from
granting ‘any effectual relief whatever’ to a prevailing party,
the controversy is noot, and the appeal nust be dismssed.”)
(internal quotation marks and citation omtted).

Sal gado admts that there were no errors at her sentencing.
Rat her, the main thrust of Salgado’ s petition is to be rel eased
from her confinenent based on purported errors that occurred

after she was sentenced. See Bailey, 821 F.2d at 278. Salgado’s

appeal is DI SM SSED as noot .



