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PER CURI AM

Jean Moune, a native and citizen of Caneroon, petitions for
review of a final order of the Board of I mm gration Appeal s (Board)
denying his notion to reopen deportation proceedi ngs based on new
evidence and a claim for protection under the United Nations
Convention Against Torture and Other Cruel, |nhuman, or Degrading
Treatment or Puni shnent.

Moune cont ends the Board abused its discretion in findingthat
he failed to present material evidence that was not avail able and
could not have been discovered or presented at the deportation
hearing. Moune further contends the Board abused its discretionin
finding that he failed to establish a prinma facie case that it is
nore |likely than not that he would suffer torture if returned to

Caneroon. See Stewart v. INS, 181 F.3d 587, 595 (4th Cr. 1999);

8 CFR § 208.16(c)(2) (2001). W have reviewed the
adm ni strative record and the Board’'s decision and find no abuse of
discretion in its denial of the notion to reopen. See 8 C.F. R
§ 208.18(b)(2)(ii).

Accordingly, we affirm the Board' s denial of relief. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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