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PER CURI AM

Timothy Adans petitions for wit of mandanus. He
requests that this court direct the district court to rule on
whet her an affidavit submtted by his trial counsel in Adans’ 28
U S C § 2255 (2000) notion constitutes a fraud upon the court due
to an all eged conceal ed conflict of interest.

Mandamus is a drastic remedy to be wused only in

extraordinary circunmstances. Kerr v. United States Dist. Court,
426 U.S. 394, 402 (1976). Courts are extrenely reluctant to grant

a wit of nmandanus. In re Beard, 811 F.2d 818, 827 (4th Gr.

1987). Mandanus relief is available only when the petitioner has
a clear and indisputable right to the relief sought and there are

no ot her adequate neans for obtaining the relief. Alied Chem

Corp. v. Daiflon, Inc., 449 U S. 33, 35 (1980); Beard, 811 F.2d at

826. Mandanus may not be used as a substitute for appeal. See

re United Steelworkers, 595 F.2d 958, 960 (4th G r. 1979).

The relief sought by Adans is not available by way of
mandanus. Accordi ngly, although we grant | eave to proceed in forma
pauperis, we deny the petition for wit of nmandanmus. W di spense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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