IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 01-10448
Conf er ence Cal endar

| SAAC OLUWASOGO ALONGE

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
| MM GRATI ON AND NATURALI ZATI ON SERVI CE

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:00-CV-2513-G

© August 21, 2001

Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and POLI TZ and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

| saac O uwasogo Al onge appeals the district court’s
di sm ssal without prejudice for |ack of exhaustion of state-court
remedies of his petition for a wit of habeas corpus. Alonge has
not challenged the district court’s reason for dismssing his
petition. Accordingly, it is as if Al onge had not appeal ed the
judgnent. See Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner,
813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th G r. 1987) (when appellant fails to

identify error in district court’s analysis, it is the sane as if

appel I ant had not appeal ed judgnent).

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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To the extent that Al onge was attenpting to challenge his
order of renoval, we lack jurisdiction under 28 U S.C. § 2241 to
consider Alonge’'s clains. See Garnica-Vasquez v. Reno, 210 F. 3d
558, 560 (5th Cir. 2000).

Al onge’ s appeal is without arguable nerit and is frivol ous.
See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983).
Because the appeal is frivolous, it is DISMSSED. See 5th Gr.
R 42. 2.

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS.



