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PER CURI AM *

Petitioner, Neville Hay appeals the Board of Immgration
Appeal s' (BI A) decision denying his application for waiver of
inadm ssibility under 8§ 212(c) of the Imm gration and Nationality
Act (INA), 8 U.S.C. § 1182(c).

Section 212(c) provides discretionary relief fromdeportation

to permanent resident aliens who have accrued seven consecutive

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar 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
shoul d not be publi shed.



years of unrelinquished |awful domcile. Ashby v. INS 961 F.2d
555, 557 (5th Cir. 1992). The BIA s denial of § 212(c) relief is
reviewed for abuse of discretion. Villarreal-San Mguel v. INS
975 F.2d 248, 250 (5th Gr. 1992). Fi ndi ngs of fact, including
credibility determ nations, are reviewed to determ ne whet her they
are supported by substantial evidence. D az-Resendez v. INS, 960
F.2d 493, 495 (5th CGr. 1992).

Hay, a 45-year-old citizen of Janmaica, was charged wth
deportability under 8§ 241 of the | NA based on his Novenber 25, 1987
convi ction for m sdeneanor possession of marijuana.

Hay first contends that the BIA's finding that he |acked
credibility was not supported by substantial evidence. In support
of its adverse credibility finding the BIA cited several
significant discrepancies in Hay's testinony. For exanple, he
testified that he had no relatives living in Jamaica, but his wfe
testified that he had two grown daughters, and a sister living in
Jamai ca. Further, when questioned about his crimnal history he
initially left out significant portions of that history, which he
|ater admtted on cross exam nation. The BlIA also noted the |ack
of corroborating evidence of his testinony concerning his financi al
support of his children, and his incone. W hold that the BIA s
finding that Hay | acked credibility was supported by substanti al
evi dence.

Hay next argues that the BI A abused its discretion in denying
his 8§ 212(c) waiver request. The BIA in a de novo review, fully
consi dered and assessed Hay's rel evant equities, favorabl e factors,

and evidence of alleged rehabilitation. The BI A wei ghed these



factors against the adverse factor of Hay's cunulative crimna
record and reasonably exercised its discretion in determ ning that
he did not nerit a 8 212(c) waiver. Hay's lengthy residency in
this country and his famlial relationships were di mnished by his
crimnal history during this period, the | ack of evidence about his
relationship to his children, and the mninmal evidence of
rehabilitation.

Fi ndi ng no abuse of discretion by the BIA we AFFIRM



