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PER CURI AM *

The Federal Public Defender appointed to represent Terrylon
McDani el has noved for |eave to withdraw and has filed a brief as

required by Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967). MDani el

has not filed a response.
This court nust exam ne the basis of its jurisdiction on its

own notion if necessary. Msley v. Cozby, 813 F.2d 659, 660 (5th

Cr. 1987). Article Ill, 8 2 of the Constitution limts federal

court jurisdiction to actual cases and controversies. Spencer V.

Kemma, 523 U.S. 1, 7 (1998). The case-or-controversy requirenment

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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demands that “sonme concrete and continuing injury other than

t he now ended incarceration or parole -- sone ‘collateral
consequence’ of the conviction -- nust exist if the suit is to be
mai ntai ned.” |d.

McDani el has served the sentence that was inposed upon the
revocation of her supervised rel ease. The order revoking
McDaniel’s term of supervised rel ease i nposed 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.
Counsel’s notion to withdraw i s deni ed as unnecessary.

MOTI ON DENI ED AS UNNECESSARY; APPEAL DI SM SSED.



