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PER CURI AM

Dorothy Litzenberg filed this petition for wit of nmandanus,
continuing in her efforts to have a federal district court inter-
fere in state-court admnistrative matters and crim nal prosecu-
tions. The district court is without authority to do either. Davis

v. Lansing, 851 F.2d 72, 74 (2d G r. 1988) (lower federal courts

cannot conpel action by state officials); Gurley v. Superior Court

of Meckl enburg County, 411 F.2d 586, 587 (4th Cir. 1969); cf. D s-
trict of Colunbia Court of Appeals v. Feldman, 460 U. S. 462 (1983)

(1 ower federal courts cannot reviewstate court judgnents); United

States v. Nixon, 418 U S. 683, 693 (1974) (federal courts cannot

conpel prosecution except in narrowest circunstances). Therefore,
this court cannot order such actions. Therefore, we deny Litzenberg
I n forma pauperis status and dism ss the petition. W di spense 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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