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PER CURI AM

The Petitioner filed a petition for a wit of mandanus aski ng
this court to reviewdecisions by a United States nagi strate judge
and this court. Mandanus relief cannot be used as a substitute for

appeal. See Inre United Steelwrkers, 595 F. 2d 958, 960 (4th G r.

1979). The Petitioner also asked this court to order the Attorney
General of Virginiato refrain fromraising certain argunents in
response to a state prisoner's habeas corpus petition. Federal
courts have no general power to conpel action by state officials.

See Davis v. lLansing, 851 F.2d 72, 74 (2d Cr. 1988); CGurley v.

Superior Court of Mecklenburg County, 411 F.2d 586, 587 (4th Gr.

1969). Accordingly, although we grant Petitioner | eave to proceed
i n forma pauperis, we deny his petition for a wit of mandanus. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contenti ons
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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