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The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



Before: CHRISTEN and HURWITZ, Circuit Judges, and BURGESS, District
Judge.”™

Shahrokh Mireskandari appeals the district court’s denial of his application
under 28 U.S.C. § 1782 to obtain discovery from the law firm Bird, Marella,
Boxer, Wolpert, Nessim, Drooks, & Lincenberg, P.C. about the firm’s
communications with Dr. Joseph Scoma. Mireskandari seeks the discovery for use
in an appeal of a bar disciplinary order against him in the United Kingdom.

On February 5, 2014, Mireskandari discontinued his appeal in the United
Kingdom. Since there is no indication that the appeal will be reinstituted, there is
no longer a live controversy and Mireskandari’s discovery request is moot. See
Powell v. McCormack, 395 U.S. 486, 496 (1969) (“[A] case is moot when the
issues presented are no longer ‘live’ or the parties lack a legally cognizable interest
in the outcome.”).

APPEAL DISMISSED AS MOOT.

*k*k

The Honorable Timothy M. Burgess, District Judge for the U.S.
District Court for the District of Alaska, sitting by designation.
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