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

No. 92-4672

Summary Cal endar

Ranon Javi er Al varez,
Petiti oner,

vVer sus
| mm gration and Naturalization

Servi ce,
Respondent .

Petition for Review of an O der of
the Board of Inmgration Appeal s
(A38 946 099)

(Novenber 27, 1992)
Bef ore H Gd NBOTHAM SM TH, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
The findings of the Board of I nm grati on Appeal s are supported
by reasonabl e, substantial, and probative evidence, and the Board

has nade no error of law. See Howard v. |I.N. S., 930 F.2d 432, 434

(5th Gir. 1991).

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
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that this opinion should not be published.



W wite only to explain that petitioner's due process claim
iswthout nerit. Petitioner argues that adm ssion of the INS Form
| -213 denied him the opportunity to cross examne its nmaker in
violation of his due process rights. The rul es of evidence are not

applicable in deportation proceedings. Bustos-Torres v. I.N. S,

898 F.2d 1053, 1055 (5th Gr. 1990). Al t hough deportation
proceedi ngs i nplicate due process concerns, "[t]he full panoply of

due process protections does not apply to deportation proceedi ngs."

Chike v. I.N.S., 948 F.2d 961, 962 (5th Cr. 1991). To warrant

relief, petitioner nust show substantial prejudice. 1d.; Cal deron-

Ontiveros v. I.NS., 809 F.2d 1050, 1052 (5th GCr. 1986).

Petitioner speculates that the Form I-213 may refer to another
person with an identical nane. He offers no basis for that
specul ation, and does not challenge any specific entry in the
docunent . This fails to denonstrate substantial prejudice in
violation of the due process cl ause.

AFF| RMED.



