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PER CURI AM *

In this appeal, we review the Board of |Inmm gration Appeal s’

(hereinafter, “BIA”) decision to dismss Petitioners, N kita and

Andr ey Sanodunov’s, appeals and the Bl A's deni al

Sanpdunovs' notions to renand.

of the

"Pursuant to 5th Gr. 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5th Gr. R 47.5.4.
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Ni kita and Andrey Sanodunov, natives and citizens of Russia,
argue that either the Immgration Judge or the Bl A shoul d have
reopened their case and remanded it to the District Director
because only the District Director has jurisdiction to adjudicate
their pending application for adjustnent of status.

This court recently held that because no neani ngful standard
exi sts against which to judge an Inm gration Judge’ s decision to
exerci se sua sponte authority to reopen deportation proceedi ngs,
we |ack jurisdiction to review a decision not to reopen
deportation proceedings. See Enrique-Alvarado v. Ashcroft, 371
F.3d 246, 249 (5th Gr. 2004) (citing Heckler v. Chaney, 470 U S.
821, 830 (1985)).

Therefore, the Sanbdunovs’ petition for review is DEN ED.



