UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 03-1953

MARI ANO ALBERT,
Petiti oner,

vVer sus

JOHN ASHCROFT,

Respondent .

On Petition for Review of an Order of the Board of Inmmgration
Appeal s. (A76-594-091)

Submitted: My 3, 2004 Deci ded: June 14, 2004

Bef ore W LKI NSON, N EMEYER, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Petition denied by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Ana T. Jacobs, ANA T. JACOBS & ASSCOCI ATES, P.C., Washington, D.C.
for Petitioner. Peter D. Keisler, Assistant Attorney General,
Terri J. Scadron, Assistant Director, Virginia M Lum Ofice of
| nmigration Litigation, UN TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE,
Washi ngton, D.C., for Respondent.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Mariano Al bert, a native and citizen of the Philippines,
petitions for review of a Board of |Inmm grations Appeals (“Board”)
summary order denying his notion to reopen and reconsider its
earlier order affirmng, without opinion, an immgration judge’'s
decision finding him renovable as charged and denying his
application for cancellation of renoval.

In this petition, Albert solely attacks the Board s
stream ined regul ations codified at 8 CF. R 8§ 1003.1(e)(4) (2003),
arguing that these regulation as applied in his case retroactively
deny himthe right to review by at | east three Board nenbers, deny
his right to due process of | aw, and contravene the I nm grati on and
Nat ural i zati on Act. W have recently rejected identical chall enges

to the Board' s streamining regulations in Blanco de Bel bruno v.

Ashcrof t F.3d __, __, 2004 W 603501 at *5-*9 (4th Gir.

Mar. 29, 2004) (No. 02-2142). See also Khattak v. Ashcroft, 332

F.3d 250, 253 (4th Cr.), cert. denied, 124 S. C. 833 (2003).
Accordingly, we find Albert’s clains are neritless and
deny his petition for review We dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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