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PER CURI AM *

d uwaf em Adebol a Kukoyi, a native and citizen of Nigeria
seeks review of the BIA s denial of his request for discretionary
relief pursuant to former 8 212(c) of the Inmm gration and
Nat ural i zation Act. As we do not have jurisdiction, we dismss
the petition.

Kukoyi pleaded guilty in 1987 to sexually nolesting his
st ep-daughter. Adjudication was deferred and he was pl aced on
probation for ten years. The offense of which Kukoyi was

convi cted constitutes sexual abuse of a mnor, see United States

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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v. Zaval a-Sustaita, 214 F.3d 601, 604 (5th G r. 2000), which is

an aggravated felony under the Illegal Inmmgration Reform and
| mm grant Responsibility Act (ITRIRA). See 8 U S.C

8§ 1101(a)(43)(A); United States v. Rayo-Valdez, 302 F.3d 314,

315-16 (5th Gr. 2002). Accordingly, we do not have jurisdiction
to review his petition. See 8 U S.C. § 1252(a)(2)(C; Nehne v.
INS, 252 F.3d 415, 420 (5th Cr. 2001).

We decline to consider Kukoyi’'s assertion that he is not an
alien. He admtted in the renoval proceedings that he was
neither a citizen nor national of the United States, and he
contested his status for the first tinme in his reply brief. See

Goonsuwan v. Ashcroft, 252 F.3d 383, 390 n.13 (5th Gr. 2001);

Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Gr. 1993). W
simlarly do not consider the docunents he provided as they were

not part of the record, see Goonsuwan, 252 F.3d at 390 n. 15, and

whi ch, in any event, do not denonstrate that he is a United
St at es nati onal

We reject Kukoyi’s argunent that the current definition of
aggravated fel ony does not apply to his 1987 conviction. See

8 US. C 8§ 1101(a)(43); A farache v. Cravener, 203 F.3d 381, 384

(5th Gr. 2000). Further, his deferred adjudication constituted

a conviction for purposes of IIRIRA. See Mosa v. INS, 171 F. 3d

994, 1005 (5th Gir. 1999).

DI SM SSED.



