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PER CURIAM.

Perry Galloway, Jr. appeals the district court's adverse grant of summary

judgment in Galloway's mandamus action against Johnny Harris and other United

States Department of Agriculture (USDA) officials.  Galloway sought to exercise an

option to purchase land formerly owned by his father, see 7 U.S.C. § 1985(e)(1)(A)(iv)

(1994) (repealed 1996), claiming he qualified for the option because he held an oral

sublease to the land from the USDA.  Having carefully reviewed the record, we agree

with the district court that Galloway failed to establish the existence of an oral

sublease.  Because an extended opinion would serve no useful purpose in this fact-

based dispute, we affirm without further discussion.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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