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

No. 96-60247
Conf er ence Cal endar

MARI A LU ZA DOS SANTOS DI NI Z
Petiti oner,

ver sus

| MM GRATI ON AND NATURALI ZATI ON
SERVI CE

Respondent .

Petition for Review of an Order
of the Board of Imm gration Appeals
BI A No. A29 983 576

~ April 16, 1997
Bef ore REAVLEY, DAVIS, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Maria Lui za dos Santos Diniz asserts that the Board of
| mm gration Appeals (BIA) abused its discretion in affirmng the
order of the Inmm gration Judge denying her petition for
suspensi on of deportation. D niz argues that the deportation

woul d result in “extrenme hardship.” 8 U S . C 8§ 1254(a)(1).

We review the BIA's findings of no “extrene hardshi p” under
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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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a strict standard for abuse of discretion. Her nandez- Cordero V.

INS, 819 F.2d 558, 562-63 (5th Gr. 1987). Procedurally, our
reviewis to determne that the Bl A considered the factors
individually and cunul atively. 1d., at 563. Substantively, we
may find an abuse of discretion only when the hardship is such
that “any reasonabl e person woul d necessarily conclude that the
hardship is extrene.” 1d.

After reviewing the record before us, we conclude that the
Bl A did not abuse its discretion, either procedurally or
substantively, in determ ning that no “extrene hardshi p” existed
with the deportation of Diniz.

The petition for review is DEN ED.



