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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Faithlyn Ann Simpson, a native and citizen of Jamaica, petitions
for review of an order of the Board of Immigration Appeals denying
her motion to reopen. Simpson was convicted in the District of
Columbia of attempted possession of cocaine, for which she received
a one-year suspended sentence and one year of probation. She con-
tends that the Board abused its discretion in denying the motion to
reopen after she submitted evidence that her conviction has been
expunged. Simpson insists that protections against deportation present
in the Federal First Offenders Act extend to convictions expunged
under state law, and that different treatment of those convicted under
state law violates the equal protection component of the Due Process
Clause. Simpson maintains that the expungement renders her eligible
for relief in the form of suspension of deportation. 

We are not persuaded by Simpson’s contention that her expunged
drug offense does not constitute a "conviction" under immigration
law, and thus conclude that we lack jurisdiction over her petition for
review. See Herrera-Inirio v. INS, 208 F.3d 299 (1st Cir. 2000); Hall
v. INS, 167 F.3d 852, 854-56 (4th Cir. 1999); 8 U.S.C.A.
§ 1101(a)(48)(A), (B) (West 1999). Accordingly, the petition for
review is dismissed. Having previously granted Simpson’s motion to
consider the case on the briefs, we dispense with oral argument
because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argument would not aid the decisional
process. 

DISMISSED
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