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PER CURIAM:*

Ivan George Tremblay appeals his conviction for illegal

reentry after deportation pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1326(a).  Tremblay

argues that his conviction violates due process because his

underlying deportation proceeding was fundamentally unfair.  He

contends that his deportation was fundamentally unfair because (1)

it resulted from the automatic conversion of an order of voluntary

departure into an order of deportation without notice and (2) the

order granting him voluntary departure failed to inform him of what
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was required to prevent the order from automatically converting to

an order of deportation.  He further argues that because the

immigration judge failed to inform him of his right to appeal the

conversion of the voluntary departure order, he was effectively

denied judicial review.  Id. at 12.

United States v. Mendoza-Lopez, 107 S. Ct. 2148 (1987),

established that an alien prosecuted for illegal entry following

deportation may assert a due process challenge to the underlying

deportation order in limited circumstances.  In order to prevent

the use of a prior deportation order, the alien must show that the

deportation hearing was fundamentally unfair and that the alien was

prevented from challenging the order through judicial review.  The

district court in this case found that the deportation hearing was

not fundamentally unfair.

Because we agree with the district court’s conclusion that

Tremblay’s deportation hearing was not fundamentally unfair, we

affirm his conviction.  United States v.Palacios-Martinez, 845 F.2d

89, 91-92 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 488 U.S. 844 (1988).

AFFIRMED.


