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PER CURI AM

Fl aubert Mbongo, a native and citizen of Canmeroon, seeks to
petition for reviewfromtwo orders of the Board of I nm gration Ap-
peals (Board): (1) the Cctober 16, 1997 order di sm ssing Miongo’s
notion to remand and di sm ssing his appeal fromthe March 14, 1997
i mm gration court decision denyi ng Moongo’ s applications for asyl um
and withhol ding renoval and (2) the March 12, 1998 order denying
Moongo’ s notion for reconsideration. Moongo’ s petition for review
is tinely only as to the Board’ s order denying reconsideration

See Stone v. INS, 514 U S. 386 (1995).

We have reviewed the record and the Board's order and find
that the Board did not abuse its discretion in denying the notion

for reconsideration. See 8 CF.R 8§ 3.2(a) (1999); MA. v. INS

899 F. 2d 304 (4th Gr. 1990) (en banc). Therefore, we deny Moongo’ s
petition for reviewand affirmthe Board s order. 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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