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Hector Al varado-Mlina has filed a petition for review of a
final order of the Board of Inmgration Appeals (BIA affirmng
the denial of his notion to reopen his 1999 renoval proceedi ngs.
He argues that the Bl A should have reopened his 1999 renoval
proceedi ngs because although the inmgration judge in the 1999
proceedi ngs found his theft conviction rendered himstatutorily
ineligible for a wai ver of renoval, the subsequent deci sion of

INS v. St. Cyr, 533 U. S. 289 (2001), clarified that he was

eligible for such relief under former Immgration and Nationality

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Act 8§ 212(c), fornmer 8 U.S.C. 8§ 1182(c). Specifically, he argues
that the 1999 renoval proceedi ngs violated his due process
rights.

Al varado-Mdlina’ s due process claim which we review de

novo, IS without nerit. See Ogbenudia v. INS, 988 F.2d 595, 598

(5th Gr. 1993); United States v. Lopez-Otiz, 313 F.3d 225,

230-31 (5th Gr. 2002). Al varado-Mlina has not otherw se shown
that the BIA' s denial of his notion to reopen was an abuse of

discretion. See Lara v. Trom nski, 216 F.3d 487, 496 (5th GCr.

2000); see also Navarro-Mranda v. Ashcroft, 330 F.3d 672, 674-76

(5th Gr. 2003). The petition for review is DEN ED



