UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 04-1543

BEDES TAMASANG NDENGE

Petiti oner,

vVer sus

ALBERTO R. GONZALES, Attorney General,

Respondent .

No. 05-2032

BEDES TAMASANG NDENGE

Petiti oner,

ver sus

ALBERTO R. GONZALES, Attorney General,

Respondent .

On Petitions for Review of Orders of the Board of |mmgration
Appeal s. (A95-229-622)

Subm tted: Septenber 23, 2005 Deci ded: Cctober 12, 2005



Bef ore WLLI AMS5, GREGORY, and SHEDD, Circuit Judges.

Petitions denied by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Al bert Usumanu, M nneapolis, Mnnesota, for Petitioner. John L.
Brownl ee, United States Attorney, Julie C. Dudl ey, Assistant United
States Attorney, Roanoke, Virginia, for Respondent.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM
In these consol i dated appeal s, Bedes Tamasang Ndenge, a
native and citizen of Canmeroon, challenges two orders of the Board
of Immgration Appeals (Board). In No. 04-1543, Ndenge seeks
review of an order of the Board affirmng the immgration judge’s
order finding Ndenge renovable and denying his applications for
asyl um w t hhol di ng of renoval, and protecti on under the Convention
Agai nst Torture. In No. 05-2032, Ndenge petitions for review of a
Board order denying his notion to reopen the renoval proceedi ngs.
Ndenge failed to raise any argunment in his brief concerning
the Board s order in No. 04-1543. Therefore, he has abandoned

appellate review of this order. See Edwards v. City of Goldsboro,

178 F.3d 231, 241 n.6 (4th Gr. 1999). In No. 05-2032, we have
reviewed the adm nistrative record and conclude that the Board did
not abuse its discretion in denying Ndenge’s notion to reopen. See
8 C.F.R § 1003.2(a) (2005).

We accordingly deny the petitions for review in these
cases. W dispense with oral argument because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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