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Dennis M. Buckovetz appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment
dismissing for lack of subject matter jurisdiction his action under the

Administrative Procedures Act requesting a document be removed from his
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personnel file. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review de novo
a dismissal on the basis of mootness. White v. Lee, 227 F.3d 1214, 1242 (9th Cir.
2000). We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed Buckovetz’s action as moot because
the Department of the Navy removed the document at issue from Buckovetz’s
personnel file and confirmed that there is no reference to it in its human resources
or Equal Employment Opportunity files. See Biodiversity Legal Found. v.
Badgley, 309 F.3d 1166, 1173 (9th Cir. 2002) (“When a controversy no longer
exists, the case is moot.”). Buckovetz has failed to show that any exception to the
mootness doctrine applies to his action. See Pub. Utilities Comm 'n of State of Cal.
v. Fed. Energy Regulatory Comm’n, 100 F.3d 1451, 1459-61 (9th Cir. 1996)
(discussing exceptions to the mootness doctrine).

AFFIRMED.
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