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USDC No. 2:02-CV-2528

Bef ore BARKSDALE, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Hassan Khal il Naim(Naim appeals the district court’s deni al
of his petition for wit of habeas corpus, 28 U S.C. § 2241. Wen
he filed his petition, Naimwas in Immgration and Naturalization
Service (INS) custody. He asked the district court to order the
INS to release him because he is a United States citizen or
nati onal not subject to renoval and alleging violations of his
ri ghts under the due-process and equal -protection clauses of the
Constitution and violations of international |aw.

Nai m does not challenge the district court’s denial of his

Pursuant to 5THGOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



habeas petition in his appellate brief. Accordingly, he has

abandoned any such chall enge. See Brinkmann v. Dallas CGy. Deputy

Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987). The district

court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED.

In his brief, Naimasks this court for a petition for review
of the order of renoval, pursuant to 8 U S C 8§ 1252(b)(5).
However, he has not filed a tinely petition. See 8 U S C
8§ 1252(b)(1)-(2). Accordingly, this court lacks jurisdiction to

consider the brief as a petition for review. See Navarro-M randa

v. Ashcroft, F. 3d , 2003 W. 21018847, *4 (5th G r. 2003).

AFF| RMED.
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