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Before KING DAVIS and WENER, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Petiti oner Babati nde Kehi nde appeal s an order of the Bl A which
di sm ssed Kehi nde's appeal froma deportation order.

The BIA conmtted no error. Kehinde admtted to the
immgration judge that: (lI) he was deported fromthe United States
in 1986 followng a | 984 conviction for rape; (2) he was convicted

in 1991 for reentry into the United States foll ow ng deportation

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



w thout first obtaining the necessary perm ssion; (3) that he was
properly deportable because he had returned w thout the proper
aut hority. Kehinde did not ask the inmmgration judge for any
relief the judge was enpowered to grant.

On appeal to the Board of I mm gration Appeals, Kehinde raised
no issue that warranted relief and the Board sunmarily di sm ssed
t he appeal .

Simlarly in his appeal to this court, Kehinde raises no
legally relevant issue that nerits relief. Kehi nde' s conpl ai nt
that his concession that he was properly deportable is inadm ssible
because it was i nvoluntary was never rai sed before the Bl A and t hus
is not properly raised for the first tine in this court. See
Rivera-Cruz v. INS, 947 F.2d 962, 967 (5th Cr. 1991)(facts argued
before this court shoul d have been brought first before the Board).
Most of his brief conplains of irregularities in his 1986
deportation proceedings, his 1984 rape conviction and his 199|
conviction for entry without proper authority after being deported.
Those issues were not before the BIA and are not before us.
Specifically, Kehinde's 1986 deportation is not before us. For
t hese reasons we deny Kehinde relief in this appeal as well as on
his notion to Declare 1986 Deportation Violative of the Due Process
Cl ause and Unconstitutional.

Because the Bl A correctly dism ssed petitioner's appeal, its
order is

AFFI RVED; Mdti on DENI ED



