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PER CURI AM

Billy Darryl Floyd and Arlie Lawson Rushing petition this
court for a wit of mandanus. They ask that we order the district
court to release certified copies of a subpoena to testify before
a grand jury and an order to show cause for failure to honor the
subpoena, both docunents seal ed by order of the court.

Mandamus is a drastic renmedy to be used only in extraordinary

ci rcunst ances. Kerr v. United States Dist. Court, 426 U S. 394,

402 (1976). To obtain mandanmus relief, a petitioner bears the
burden of showing that his right to the relief sought is plain and
i ndi sput abl e, that respondent has a clear duty to performthe re-
quested act, and that petitioner has no other avenues of relief.

See Inre First Fed. Sav. & Loan Ass’n, 860 F.2d 135, 138 (4th Gr.

1988) .

Floyd and Rushing have failed to sustain this burden by
showing their clear entitlenent to the seal ed docunents. There-
fore, we deny their notion for judicial notice and their request
for awit of mandanus. W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.
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