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PER CURIAM:

Petitioner has filed a writ of prohibition seeking to bar the Court of Common Pleas from
hearing the traffic citation charge brought against him.  For a writ of prohibition to issue, a ⊥122 
petitioner must clearly establish that a lower court is about to exercise judicial power in an
unauthorized manner and that the exercise of such power will result in injury for which there is
no other adequate remedy.  ROP v. Malsol, 3 ROP Intrm. 48, 50-51 (1991).  Since petitioner has
failed to show how the Court of Common Pleas' exercise of judicial power will result in injury
for which there is no other adequate remedy, his petition for writ of prohibition is DENIED.  See
63 Am. Jur. 2d Prohibition § 8 (1972) ("[I]f there is a complete remedy by appeal . . . the writ [of
prohibition] should be denied.  This rule has been held applicable to criminal prosecutions.").


