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OPINION* 

_________ 

 

PER CURIAM 

Richard Murphy filed a pro se petition for a writ of mandamus asking us to direct 

the District Court to rule on his motion to vacate his sentence. Thereafter, on July 15, 

 
* This disposition is not an opinion of the full Court and pursuant to I.O.P. 5.7 does not 

constitute binding precedent. 



 

2 

 

2026, the District Court denied Murphy’s amended motion, declined to issue a certificate 

of appealability, and directed the District Court Clerk to close the case. In view of that 

decision, this mandamus petition no longer presents a live controversy. Therefore, we 

will dismiss it as moot. See Blanciak v. Allegheny Ludlum Corp., 77 F.3d 690, 698–99 

(3d Cir. 1996). 


