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OPINION* 

_________ 

 

PER CURIAM 

Azad Kabir petitions this Court for a writ of mandamus.  Because we determine 

that we lack jurisdiction to entertain the mandamus petition, we will dismiss it. 

Our mandamus jurisdiction derives from 28 U.S.C. § 1651, which grants us the 

power to “issue all writs necessary or appropriate in aid of [our . . . jurisdiction] and 
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agreeable to the usages and principles of law.”  The underlying patent infringement 

action was brought pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1338(a), and was based entirely on federal 

patent law.  The Federal Circuit has exclusive appellate jurisdiction over those actions, 

see 28 U.S.C. § 1295(a)(1), and, thus, it has exclusive mandamus jurisdiction as well, see 

In re Arunachalam, 812 F.3d 290, 293 (3d Cir. 2016) (per curiam).  Therefore, because 

we lack jurisdiction that issuance of the writ might assist, we lack jurisdiction over the 

mandamus petition.   

Based on the foregoing, we will dismiss the petition for a writ of mandamus.   


