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PER CURI AM

Charles Lee Allen has filed a petition for a wit of nandanus
asking this court to conpel the district court to issue a decision
on his petition for wit of habeas corpus filed pursuant to 28
US C 8§ 2241 (1994). The granting of a wit of mandanus is a
drastic renmedy to be used in extraordinary circunstances. See In
re Beard, 811 F.2d 818, 826 (4th Gr. 1987). A petitioner nust
show that he has a clear right to the relief sought, that the re-
spondent has a clear duty to perform the act requested by peti-

tioner, and that there is no other adequate renedy avail able. See

In re First Fed. Sav. & Loan Ass’'n, 869 F.2d 135, 138 (4th Gr.

1988). Allen has failed to make the requisite showi ng for such
extraordinary relief. Qur review of the district court docket
sheet discloses that there has been no undue delay in considering
Allen’s petition for wit of habeas corpus. Al t hough we grant
Allen’s notion to proceed in forma pauperis, we deny his petition
for wit of mandamus wi thout prejudice to Allen filing another
mandanmus petition if the district court does not act expeditiously.
We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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