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PER CURI AM

Wlliam D. CGolden has filed a petition for wit of
mandanus requesting that the court invalidate an agreenent entered
into by him and the Governnent in the district court in a
settlenment of his 28 U S.C. § 2255 (2000) notion. Colden asserts
that the terns of the agreenent are invalid and, therefore, the
agreenent shoul d be vacated and an evidentiary hearing reinstated.
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). Courts are extrenmely reluctant to grant a wit of

mandanus. In re Beard, 811 F.2d 818, 827 (4th Gr. 1987).

Mandarmus relief is available only when the petitioner has a clear
and i ndi sputable right to the relief sought and there are no ot her

adequate nmeans for obtaining the relief. Alied Chem Corp. V.

Daiflon, Inc., 449 U S. 33, 35 (1980): Beard, 811 F.2d at 826.

W find that Golden has not made a sufficient show ng
that he has a clear and indi sputable right to vacate the agreenent
and reinstate the evidentiary hearing or that there is no other
adequate neans of obtaining the relief. W, therefore, deny the
petition. W deny Golden’s notion to dism ss the petition wthout

prejudice. W dispense with oral argunment because the facts and



| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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