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PER CURIAM:*

Petitioner-Appellant Antonio Rodriguez, an alien, appeals the

district court’s denial of his 28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition for writ

of habeas corpus challenging his deportation order.  The

transitional rules of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant

Responsibility Act (IIRIRA) govern his case.  See Rodriguez-Silva

v. INS, 242 F.3d 243, 246 (5th Cir. 2001).

Rodriguez was deported after the district court denied his

petition.  Statutory provisions governing transitional rules cases
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specify that orders of deportation shall not be reviewed after an

alien has left the United States.  8 U.S.C. 1105a(c) (1994); Lara

v. Trominski, 216 F.3d 487, 491-92 (5th Cir. 2000) (interpreting

applicable statute in a transitional rule case); see Quezada v.

INS, 898 F.2d 474, 476 (5th Cir. 1990), and Umanzor v. Lambert, 782

F.2d 1299, 1302 (5th Cir. 1986).

Although we indicated in Lara that jurisdiction might exist

despite that statutory bar if a person like Rodriguez could

demonstrate that his prior deportation involved a gross miscarriage

of justice, Lara, 216 F.3d at 493, Rodriguez does not argue that

his deportation constituted such a miscarriage; and indeed it did

not.  Notably, he was not eligible for relief under the statute on

which he relies because he was never lawfully admitted for

permanent residence in the United States.  8 U.S.C. § 1182(c)

(1995); see Fedorenko v. United States, 449 U.S. 490, 514-16

(1981), and Matter of Longstaff, 716 F.2d 1439, 1441 (5th Cir.

1983).  We therefore lack jurisdiction to hear his appeal and must

dismiss it.

DISMISSED.


