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Juan Jose De Jesus petitions for review of an order of the
Board of Immgration Appeals (“BIA”) adopting and affirmng the
Imm gration Judge’'s decision to deny his application for
cancel l ati on of renoval under the Imm gration and Nationality Act.
Hi s argunent that the Imm gration and Naturalization Service failed
to follow8 CF.R 8§ 236.3 in obtaining his signatures on the 1998
and 1999 voluntary departure agreenents wll not be addressed

because it was unexhausted before the BIA See Wng v. Ashcroft,

260 F. 3d 448, 452-53 (5th Gr. 2001).

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.



De Jesus argues, wthout any legal authority, that mnors
cannot enter into voluntary departure agreenents. We deem this

i ssue abandoned as it is inadequately briefed. See Cnel wv.

Conni ck, 15 F. 3d 1338, 1345 (5th Gr. 1994); Villanueva v. CNA Ins.

Cos., 868 F.2d 684, 687 n. 5 (5th Cr. 1989). Addi tionally,
De Jesus’s argunent that his voluntary departures resulted in a
deni al of due process because he was unfairly deprived of the
benefit of applying for cancellation of renoval is wthout nerit.
“Eligibility for discretionary relief froma renoval order is not

a liberty or property interest warranting due process

protection.’” See Mreles-Valdez v. Ashcroft, 349 F.3d 213, 215,

219 (5th Gr. 2003). Accordingly, De Jesus’'s petition for review
i s DEN ED.



