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In Re: WLLIAM E. MATTI NGLY,
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Bef ore MURNAGHAN, NI EMEYER, and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.

Petition denied by unpublished per curiam opinion.

WIlliamE. Mttingly, Petitioner Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

WlliamE. Mattingly petitions this court for mandanus reli ef.
He conpl ains that the district court failed to acknow edge and for -
ward appeals fromorders denying his notions for return of prop-
erty. Qur reviewof the district court docket sheet and Mattingly's
exhi bits convinces us that Mattingly is entitled to an appeal, as
noted in the district court's order of Decenber 6, 1995. That

appeal has now been docketed with this court, as United States v.

Mattingly, No. 97-6795. In addition, Mattingly's appeal fromthe
district court's denial of his nmotion for reconsideration of the

Decenber 6 order has been docketed as United States v. Mattinagly,

No. 97-6583. Because Mattingly's mandanus petition is now noot, we
deny the petition. W grant | eave to proceed in forma pauperis. 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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