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PER CURI AM !

Fray Martin Gutierrez-Vega (“Qutierrez”), anative and citizen
of Mexico, petitions for review of an order of the Board of
| mm gration Appeals (“BIA’) summarily affirmng the immgration
judge’s (“1J”) decision ordering renoval. See 8 U S. C. 88 1229a,
1182(a)(6) (A) (i). Because the BIA summarily affirmed wthout
opinion, the 1J's decision is the final agency determ nation for

judicial review See Soadjede v. Ashcroft, 324 F. 3d 830, 832 (5th

Cr. 2003). cCutierrez has abandoned the i ssue of the denial of his

! Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has detern ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



application for voluntary departure by failing to address that

issue in his petition for review See Calderon-Ontiveros v. [|NS,

809 F.2d 1050, 1052 (5th Cr. 1986).

CQutierrez argues that he is not subject to renpval on grounds
of inadmssibility as charged in the Notice to Appear. See 8
US C § 1182(a)(6)(A(i). He contends that he was granted
tenporary resident status as a special agricultural worker (*SAW)
under 8 U.S.C. 1160(a) and that by operation of |aw, he thereafter
becane a permanent resident. |In the renoval proceedi ngs before the
| J, GQutierrez had the “burden of establishing” that he was “clearly
and beyond doubt entitled to be admtted and [was] not
i nadm ssible.” See 8 U S.C.
8§ 1229a(c)(2)(A). The record does not conpel a finding contrary to
the 1J's finding that Qutierrez “was never granted [tenporary
resident] status.” See 8 US. C § 1252(b)(4)(B). The 1J's
decision that GQutierrez was inadmssable is not “manifestly
contrary to law.” See 8 U.S.C. § 1252(b)(4)(0O.

Accordingly, the petition for review is DEN ED



