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MEMORANDUM  
*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the

Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted January 13, 2009**  

Before: O’SCANNLAIN, BYBEE, and CALLAHAN, Circuit Judges.

Yingxin Pang, a native and citizen of China, petitions pro se for review of an

order of the Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA”) denying his motion to reopen

FILED
JAN 21 2009

MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS



JK/Research 07-704362

removal proceedings.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We

review for abuse of discretion the denial of a motion to reopen.  See Ordonez v.

INS, 345 F.3d 777, 782 (9th Cir. 2003).  We deny the petition for review.

The BIA did not abuse its discretion in denying Pang’s motion to reopen

because the new evidence submitted with the motion did not affect the agency’s

determination that Pang lacked credibility, and Pang therefore did not establish

prima facie eligibility for the underlying substantive relief sought.  See id. at 785.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


