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PER CURIAM:*

Travelers Express Company, Inc. (Travelers), appeals the

district court’s dismissal, for lack of standing, of its third-

party claim to funds seized in a criminal forfeiture.  The district

court dismissed the claim on the Government’s motion after

discovery revealed that Travelers had been paid in full by the

defendants on its claim and had assigned its rights to the funds in
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the seized bank accounts to the defendants.  The defendants agreed

to forfeiture of the seized funds in their plea agreements.

The record supports a determination that Travelers no longer

has a facially colorable interest in the proceedings sufficient to

satisfy the case-or-controversy requirement and the prudential

considerations that guide the federal courts’ exercise of

jurisdiction.  See United States v. $321,470 in U.S. Currency, 874

F.2d 298, 302 (5th Cir. 1989).  Accordingly, the district court did

not err in dismissing the claim with prejudice for lack of

standing.

AFFIRMED.    


