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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. Janes C Cacheris, Senior D s-
trict Judge. (CA-00-1019-AM
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No. 00-7226 affirmed and No. 01-6028 petition deni ed by unpubli shed
per curiam opi nion.

Robert Aponte North, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Robert A. North has two proceedi ngs pendi ng before this court.
In No. 00-7226, North appeals the district court order dism ssing
his civil conplaint. W have reviewed the district court’s opinion
and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the rea-

soning of the district court. North v. Magyar, No. CA-00-1019- AM

(E.D. Vva. filed July 5, 2000, entered July 11, 2000; filed Aug. 14,
2000, entered Aug. 15, 2000).

In No. 01-6028, North petitions this court for a wit of
mandanus directing the district court to allow North to take
depositions of sonme of the witnesses to the underlying facts of the
above case, for appointnent of counsel, and for preparation of a
transcri pt at governnment expense. Mandanus is a drastic renedy to

be used only in extraordinary circunstances. |nre Beard, 811 F. 2d

818, 826 (4th Cir. 1987). A petitioner nust establish that his
right to the relief sought is clear and indisputable. Kerr v.

United States District Court, 426 U. S. 394, 403 (1976).

We have now affirned the district court’s action in No. 00-
7226. In addition, we previously dism ssed the appeal from the
district court’s denial of North’s notion to vacate the underlying

convi ction. United States v. North, No. 00-7144/7273 (4th Cr.

Dec. 27, 2000) (unpublished). North has not shown that his right
tothe relief sought is indisputable and clear. Therefore, we deny

North's petition for mandanmus, and his notions for appointnent of



counsel and preparation of a transcript at governnent expense. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

No. 00-7226 - AFFI RMED

No. 01-6028 - PETITI ON DEN ED




