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This is a proper person appeal from an order of the district

court dismissing a petition for a writ of habeas corpus. First Judicial

District Court, Carson City; William A. Maddox, Judge.

On April 2, 2008, appellant filed a proper person petition for a

writ of habeas corpus in the district court. The State filed a motion to

dismiss. Appellant filed a response. On September 25, 2008, the district

court dismissed the petition. This appeal followed.

In his petition, appellant asserted that he was denied a timely

parole hearing. Appellant asserted that he was eligible for a parole

hearing on March 23, 2008, but that he had not received a parole hearing

on that date.

The district court dismissed the petition on the ground that

because an inmate does not have a right to be paroled, an inmate does not

have a right to a parole hearing on a particular date.

However, it appeared that appellant may have received a

parole hearing on September 10, 2008, which would render the petition

moot as the only remedy available would be to order the Parole Board to
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conduct a hearing. Thus, this court directed the Attorney General to file a

response indicating whether a parole hearing has been conducted, and if

so, to provide appropriate documentation. The Attorney General filed a

timely response indicating that appellant did receive a parole hearing on

September 10, 2008, and the Attorney General provided documentation

regarding the parole hearing. Because appellant received a parole

hearing, appellant's petition was rendered moot during the pendency of

the proceedings, and for that reason, we affirm the order of the district

court dismissing the petition.

Having reviewed the record on appeal and for the reasons set

forth above, we conclude that appellant is not entitled to relief and that

briefing and oral argument are unwarranted. See Luckett v. Warden, 91

Nev. 681, 682, 541 P.2d 910, 911 (1975). Accordingly, we

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED.
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