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PER CURIAM: 

Deandre Johnson seeks to appeal the district court’s order denying his motion for 

release pending disposition of his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition.  We are obliged to inquire sua 

sponte into our own jurisdiction, even if no party disputes it.  Clark v. Cartledge, 829 F.3d 

303, 305 (4th Cir. 2016).  The district court has already dismissed Johnson’s § 2254 

petition without prejudice for failure to exhaust state court remedies, and we have denied 

a certificate of appealability and dismissed Johnson’s appeal of that judgment.*  Johnson’s 

request for release pending disposition of his petition therefore is now moot.  See Williams 

v. Ozmint, 716 F.3d 801, 808-09 (4th Cir. 2013) (discussing mootness).  Accordingly, we 

deny Johnson’s motion for a certificate of appealability and dismiss the appeal for lack of 

jurisdiction.  We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are 

adequately presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the 

decisional process. 

DISMISSED 

 

 
* Insofar as Johnson now attempts to seek reconsideration of our opinion in that 

separate appeal, his arguments are not properly before us.  Insofar as Johnson seeks to 
argue that intervening events have rendered his habeas claims exhausted, such arguments 
should be raised, if at all, in the district court in the first instance.  


