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Appeal from the United States District Court 

for the Southern District of California 

Jeffrey T. Miller, District Judge, Presiding 

 

Submitted December 2, 2020**  

 

Before: WALLACE, CLIFTON, and BRESS, Circuit Judges. 

Cesar Jacobo Luna-Flores and ten family members appeal from the district 

court’s judgment dismissing their 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas corpus petition.  We 

have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1291 and 2253.  We review de novo, Zavala 

v. Ives, 785 F.3d 367, 370 (9th Cir. 2015), and we affirm.  

The district court did not err in determining that petitioners’ habeas corpus 

petition was moot, where petitioners were no longer in custody and conceded they 

were seeking an advisory opinion.  See Abdala v. INS, 488 F.3d 1061, 1063-64 (9th 

Cir. 2007) (a habeas petition becomes moot if there is no longer a case or 

controversy following petitioner’s release from custody).  The record does not 

support petitioners’ contention that collateral consequences create a live 

controversy.  See id. at 1064 (“[W]here the grounds for habeas relief will not  

  

 

  

  **  The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision 

without oral argument.  See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2). 
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redress collateral consequences, a habeas petition does not continue to present a 

live controversy once the petitioner is released from custody.”).  

AFFIRMED. 


