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PER CURI AM

Kennet h Ajagha, a native Nigerian, appeals froma Board of
| mm gration Appeals ("BIA") order that denied his notion to reopen
the decision of the Immgration Judge finding himdeportable. W
affirm

W review the BIA's denial of a notion to reopen under an

abuse of discretion standard. INS v. Doherty, 502 U S. 314, 323

(1992). Denial of a npotion to reopen "nust be reviewed with extrene
deference,” sinceinmgration statutes do not contenpl at e reopeni ng
and the applicabl e regul ati ons di sfavor notions to reopen. MA. V.
INS, 899 F.2d 304, 308 (4th Cir. 1990) (in banc).

Aj agha seeks to reopen based on his recent marriage to an
Anerican citizen wth a young son. In light of A agha's crimna
history, a marriage entered into during the pendency of the
deportation proceedi ng does not require a reopening of the case.
Therefore, the BIAdid not abuse its discretion in denying A agha's
notion to reopen

Accordingly, we affirmthe BIA's order. W di spense with oral
argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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