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PER CURI AM

Kester K. Akinfolarin, a native and citizen of N geria, seeks
review of a decision of the Board of I mm gration Appeals (“Board”)
affirmng the Inmgration Judge’s (“1J”) order denying his notion
to reopen. We reviewthe denial of a notion to reopen for abuse of

di scretion. See 8 CF.R § 3.2(a) (2003); INSv. Doherty, 502 U.S.

314, 323-24 (1992); Stewart v. INS, 181 F.3d 587, 595 (4th Cr.

1999). A denial of a notion to reopen nust be reviewed with extrene
deference, since immgration statutes do not contenpl ate reopening
and t he appli cabl e regul ati ons di sfavor notions to reopen. MA. V.
INS, 899 F.2d 304, 308 (4th Gr. 1990) (en banc). W have revi ewed
the adm nistrative record, the Board' s order and the |1J’ s deci sion
and find no abuse of discretion.

We accordingly deny the petition for review W grant the
notion for leave to file two docunents. We dispense with ora
argunment because the facts and |legal argunments are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument woul d not

ai d the decisional process.
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