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Dustin Thomas House Darden appeals pro se from the district court’s order
denying his motion for a preliminary injunction in his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action
alleging claims arising from his attempts to provide public comments at local

government meetings. We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1292(a)(1), and we

dismiss this appeal as moot.

&k

The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).
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Darden’s appeal is moot because Darden’s requested relief concerns an
election date that has passed and a trespass order that is no longer in effect. See
Akina v. Hawaii, 835 F.3d 1003, 1010 (9th Cir. 2016) (“An interlocutory appeal of
the denial of a preliminary injunction is moot when a court can no longer grant any
effective relief sought in the injunction request.”); see also Ariz. Green Party v.
Reagan, 838 F.3d 983, 987 (9th Cir. 2016) (holding that the occurrence of an
election mooted specific demands for relief related to that election). Contrary to
Darden’s contentions, no exception to mootness applies. See Akina, 835 F.3d at
1010-11 (explaining that the court may not decide hypothetical future issues, and
concluding that the “capable of repetition, yet evading review” exception did not
apply where the district court retained jurisdiction over the underlying action).

DISMISSED.
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