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PER CURI AM

Quy Shortridge petitions for reviewof a decision of the Bene-
fits Review Board (“Board”) denying his notion for reconsideration
of the Board’'s decision affirmng the Adm nistrative Law Judge’s
deni al of benefits on nodification. Because Shortridge seeks re-
vi ew of an unrevi ewabl e order, we dismss the petition for | ack of

jurisdiction. See Betty B Coal Co. v. Director, OACP, 194 F.3d

491, 496 (4th Cr. 1999) (holding that, where a party petitions an
agency for reconsideration on the sane record that was before the
agency when it rendered its original decision, and the order nerely
deni es rehearing, the order itself is unreviewable). Accordingly,
we dismss the petition for lack of jurisdiction. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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