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OPINION®

PER CURIAM

Michael Rinaldi filed a petition for writ of mandamus requesting that we direct the
District Court to rule on a “Motion to Dismiss” (ECF 8) and a “Verified Claim” (ECF 9)
that he filed in a civil action in which the Government seeks forfeiture of $18,010 in

currency. On the same day that Rinaldi signed the mandamus petition, the District Court
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denied his “Motion to Dismiss” and ordered that his “Verified Claim” be stricken for lack
of Article I1I standing. (ECF 25 & 26.) In light of the District Court’s action, the
question Rinaldi presented is no longer a live controversy, so we will dismiss his

mandamus petition as moot. See Lusardi v. Xerox Corp., 975 F.2d 964, 974 (3d Cir.

1992); see also Blanciak v. Allegheny Ludlum Corp., 77 F.3d 690, 698-99 (3d Cir. 1996)

(“If developments occur during the course of adjudication that eliminate a plaintiff’s
personal stake in the outcome of a suit or prevent a court from being able to grant the

requested relief, the case must be dismissed as moot.” (citation omitted)).



