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Chen Zheng (Zheng) has filed a petition for review of the
Board of Immgration Appeals (Bl A) order denying his appeal of an
immgration judge's denial of a notion to reopen his immgration
pr oceedi ngs. Zheng argues that his circunstances have changed
since his deportation order was issued in 1994 and that the
immgration judge erroneously denied relief pursuant to the
immgration regulations inplenmenting the Convention Against

Torture.

Pursuant to 5THGOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



To succeed in his notion to reopen, Zheng was required to set
forth a prima facie case of his entitlement to relief. See

Pritchett v. I.N.S., 993 F.2d 80, 83 (5th Cr. 1993). Zheng does

not provide citations to or discuss the many applicabl e regul ati ons
with which he was required to conply to obtain relief pursuant to
the Convention Against Torture, nor does he provide record
citations that indicate that he did in fact conply wth the
considerable filing requirenents set forth in the regulations.
Zheng al so does not dispute the specific reasons underlying the
i mm gration judge’ s conclusion that Zheng had failed to set forth
a prima facie case of his entitlenent to relief. Therefore, Zheng
has failed to show that the immgration judge s decision was an

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

Gir. 2000).

Zheng' s reliance in his notion to reopenonlnre X-GW 22|

& N. Dec. 71 (BI A 1998) al so does not warrant a reversal of the BIA
decision, although the immgration judge did not specifically
address the applicability of this decision to Zheng's case. Inln
re X-GWthe Bl A announced a policy of granting untinely notions to
reopen by certain applicants claimng eligibility for asyl umbased

on coercive population control policies. Though the policy

announced in In re X-GWwas subsequently reversed inlnre GCL

23 1. & N Dec. 359, 359 (BIA 2002), Zheng’'s notion to reopen was

arguably tinely pursuant to Inre X-GW However, even under the

policy announced in In re XGW 22 |. & N Dec. 71 at 4, the
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nmovant seeking reopening of a prior deportation proceeding had to
meet certain prerequisites before reopening would be granted, and
Zheng has not net those prerequisites.

Accordi ngly, Zheng's petition for review is DEN ED



