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PER CURI AM

Frank Rollins petitions for a wit of mandanmus, asking this
Court to direct the district court torule on his 28 U S.C. § 2255
(2000) notion and rel ated notions. Mndamus is a drastic renedy to

be used only in extraordinary circunstances. See Kerr v. United

States Dist. Court, 426 U. S. 394, 402 (1976). Rollins’ petition

does not set forth exceptional circunstances as would warrant the
i ssuance of a wit of mandanus at this tine. Accordingly, although
we grant Rollins’ notion to proceed in forma pauperis, we deny his
petition for a wit of mandanus wi thout prejudice to his ability to
refile for mandanus relief if the district court does not act
expeditiously. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented before the district

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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