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Marwan Jwei ed Abadi has filed a petition for review of a
final order of the Board of Inmgration Appeals (“BIA”) affirmng
the denial of Abadi’s notion to reopen his renoval proceeding.
Abadi was ordered renmoved in absentia on June 1, 1999, when he
failed to appear for his renoval hearing.

Abadi argues that the BIA abused its discretion in |ight of

evidence that he failed to receive notice of the renoval hearing.

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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He al so argues that the Bl A's decision was an abuse of discretion
because the | ack of notice violated his due process rights.

We have reviewed the record and the briefs submtted by the
parties and have determ ned, in view of the substantial evidence
t hat Abadi provided the address to which notice of his renoval
hearing was nmailed, that the BIA did not abuse its discretion

in denying the notion to reopen. See Lopez-&nez v. Ashcroft,

263 F. 3d 442, 444 (5th Cr. 2001); Lara v. Trom nski, 216 F.3d

487, 496 (5th Cr. 2000). Likew se, because the mailing of
notice to the |last address provided by Abadi does not violate

due process, see United States v. Estrada-Trochez, 66 F.3d 733,

735-36 (5th Cr. 1995), Abadi has not shown an abuse of
di scretion. Accordingly, Abadi’'s petition for review is DEN ED

PETI TI ON DEN ED.



