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 APPEAL from an order of the circuit court for Dodge County:  
THOMAS W. WELLS, Judge.  Dismissed. 

 Before Eich, C.J., Sundby and Vergeront, JJ. 

 PER CURIAM.   Tayr Kilaab al Ghashiyah (Khan) is an inmate in 
the Wisconsin correctional system who sought by certiorari to review the 
warden's denial of approval of a proposed visitor.  On July 22, 1994, the warden 
approved his visitor. Therefore, his petition for certiorari seeks review of a 
matter which is now moot.  We therefore dismiss his appeal.  
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 Khan concedes that whether his petition is moot "turns on whether 
the Court's ruling might afford some relief which the appellant has not already 
achieved."  However, he requests that we direct the trial court to reverse the 
decision of the disciplinary committee because, "[t]here is absolutely no 
indication of other facts or evidence for support [of] respondent's removal of 
Ms. Stone in the first place, nor ... any sound reasoning to its interpretation of 
the rules."  He argues that because he has not achieved his original goal of 
challenging the Department of Corrections' rules respecting approval of visitors, 
"[t]here still exist[s] further relief available to him and this action is not moot."  
We conclude, however, that a request to approve a visitor is fact specific.  
Therefore, in any other challenge to a denial of a visitor's request, the validity of 
the warden's disapproval may depend on other facts.  Any decision we would 
make in this case would, therefore, be advisory.  We therefore dismiss Khan's 
appeal. 

 By the Court.—Appeal dismissed. 

 This opinion will not be published.  See RULE 809.23(1)(b)5, STATS.   
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