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Before KING WENER, and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jerry W WIllianms has appealed the district court’s order
nmodi fyi ng the conditions of his supervised release to require his
pl acenment in a comrunity corrections center. WIIlians has al so
appeal ed the district court’s orders denying his notions for
statew de travel authorization during the 2004-05 hol i day season
and to have grand jury proceedi ngs unseal ed and transcri bed and
to unseal and transcribe all records. These three appeal s have

been consol i dat ed.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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WIllians’s appoi nted counsel, the Federal Public Defender,

has noved for |eave to withdraw, pursuant to Anders v. State of

California, 386 U S 738 (1967), asserting that the appeal from
the nodification of the conditions of WIlians's supervised
rel ease presents no nonfrivolous issue. WIllians has filed a
response to the notion.

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

Cir. 1987). After this appeal was filed, WIIlians’ s supervision
was revoked on the basis of new and continuing violations of the
condi tions of his supervised rel ease and he has been sentenced to
an additional termof inprisonnent with no further supervision.
Because WIllianms is no | onger under supervision and will not be
subj ect to supervision after he has served his additional term of
i nprisonnment, the appeals fromthe orders nodifying the
conditions of his supervised rel ease and denying WIllians’s

request for leave to travel out of state are noot. See Spencer

v. Kemma, 523 U. S 1, 7-14 (1998). The notions to have grand
jury proceedi ngs unseal ed and transcri bed, and to unseal and
transcribe all records were predicated on the reinstatenent of

WIllians’s then pending appeal in United States v. WIllians, No.

04-40136 (5th GCr. July 22, 2005) (unpublished). Because that
appeal has been deci ded, the appeal fromthe order denying those

nmotions i s noot.
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Because the consoli dated appeals are noot, this court | acks
jurisdiction. Counsel’s notion to withdraw is DEN ED AS

UNNECESSARY and the appeal is DI SM SSED.



