IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 95-60188
Summary Cal endar

APOLO ROGELI O FLORES- CASTI LLG

Petitioner,
vVer sus
| MM GRATI ON AND NATURALI ZATI ON SERVI CE

Respondent .

Petition for Review of an Order of the
Board of I mm gration Appeals
A70-001- 624
Decenber 1, 1995
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
This is an appeal fromthe Board of |Inmm gration Appeal s’
(BI'A) order dismssing appellant's petition for asylum and
wi t hhol di ng of deportation. He urges that he is entitled to
asylumor, alternatively, the case should be remanded to the BI A
so that he may present his petition wth the assistance of

counsel. He requests that the court consider additional

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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evi dence which he did not submt during his deportation
pr oceedi ngs.
This court's reviewis |imted evidence included in the

admnistrative record. Mranda-Lores v. INS, 17 F.3d 84, 85 (5th

Cir. 1994). W have reviewed that record and the BIA's opinion
and find no error. 8 US. C. 8 1158(a); Jukic v. INS, 40 F.3d

747, 749 (5th Gr. 1994). The appellant has failed to
denonstrate that remand is required in this case. 28 U S. C

§ 2347(c). If the appellant wi shes to reopen his deportation
proceedi ng, he should file with the BIA a notion to reopen the
deportation proceedings for the subm ssion of new evidence.

Faddoul v. INS, 37 F.3d 185, 190 (5th G r. 1994); Pritchett v.

INS, 993 F.2d 80, 83 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 114 S. C. 345
(1993).

DENI ED.



