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PER CURI AM

Homer Richards has filed a petition for a wit of mandanus
seeking an order directing the district court to hold an eviden-
tiary hearing and nmake findings of fact and concl usions of |aw as
to “potential clains” that the district court allegedly overl ooked
when ruling on Richards’ unsuccessful 28 U.S.C. A § 2255 (West 1994
& Supp. 2000) notion. Mandamus is a drastic renedy to be used on

in extraordinary circunstances. See Kerr v. United States D st.

Court, 426 U.S. 394, 402 (1976). The party seeki ng mandanus rel i ef
carries the heavy burden of show ng that he has “no other adequate
means to attain the relief he desires” and that his right to such

relief is “clear and i ndi sputable.” Allied Chem Corp. v. Daiflon,

Inc., 449 U S 33, 35 (1980). Ri chards has not made such a
showi ng. Accordingly, we deny his notion for | eave to proceed in
forma pauperis and di sm ss the mandanus petition. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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