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PER CURIAM:*

Mapku Kol, also known as Kole Marku and Kol Marku, petitions

for review of an order of the Board of Immigration Appeals (BIA)

that affirmed the immigration judge’s (IJ’s) determination that

his motion to reopen his deportation proceedings should be denied

as untimely.  Kol argues that he is entitled to equitable tolling

based on the ineffective assistance of Richard Kulics, his former

attorney.  We review the denial of a motion to reopen for abuse

of discretion.  Lara v. Trominski, 216 F.3d 487, 496 (5th Cir.

2000).
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We have not issued a published opinion squarely adopting the

doctrine of equitable tolling in the context of a motion to

reopen immigration proceedings.  Nevertheless, even if we assume

without deciding that such tolling could be available to Kol, he

has not shown that he is entitled to it.  The record reflects

that Kol failed to exercise due diligence in pursuing his claim

of ineffective assistance of counsel by delaying over two years

in raising the issue.  See Cavazos v. Gonzales, 181 Fed. Appx.

453, 460-61 (5th Cir. 2006); Goonsuwan v. Ashcroft, 252 F.3d 383,

385 n.2 (5th Cir. 2001).  Accordingly, Kol’s petition for review

is DENIED.  


