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PER CURI AM

Ghol antreza Asliyalfani, a native and citizen of Iran, seeks
review of the Board of Immgration Appeals’'s (Board) decision to
deny his notion to reopen deportation proceedings. Asl i yal f ani
sought to reopen the proceedings for the purpose of applying for
suspensi on of deportation. However, Asliyalfani did not neet the
continuous presence requirenent for suspension of deportation
because he failed to accrue seven years of continuous physical
presence prior tothe initiation of deportation proceedi ngs agai nst

him See Appiah v. INS, No. 97-1705, 2000 W. 43717 (4th Cr. Jan.

20, 2000). Therefore, we deny Asliyalfani’s petition for review
and affirmthe decision of the Board. W dispense with oral argu-
nment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately pre-
sented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not aid

t he deci sional process.
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