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PER CURI AM

Pet er Ti not hy Chu- A-Kong, a native and citizen of Guyana,
petitions for review of an order of the Board of Inmgration
appeals affirmng w thout opinion the Immgration Judge' s (1J)
deci sion finding Chu-A- Kong renovabl e and granting himvoluntary
departure. Chu-A-Kong disputes the finding of renovability, and
asserts that he is eligible for relief fromrenoval pursuant to 8
U S.CA § 1182(h) (West 1999 & Supp. 2005). As Chu-A-Kong
conceded renovability as charged before the 1J and failed to apply
before the IJ for relief under § 1182(h), we find that he has
failed to exhaust all admnistrative renedies. 8 US.C

§ 1252(d) (1) (2000); see Asika v. Ashcroft, 362 F.3d 264 (4th Cr.

2004), cert. denied, 125 S. C. 861 (2005).

We t herefore conclude that we are without jurisdictionto
consi der Chu-A-Kong's clainms. Accordingly, we dismss the petition
for review W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materi als before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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