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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

 FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT  

ERNESTO PATINO CARCAMO,

                    Petitioner,

   v.

ERIC H. HOLDER Jr., Attorney General,

                    Respondent.

No. 06-73334

Agency No. A029-217-548

MEMORANDUM  
*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the

Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted July 14, 2009**  

Before:  SCHROEDER, THOMAS, and WARDLAW, Circuit Judges.

Ernesto Patino Carcamo, a native and citizen of El Salvador, petitions for

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order summarily affirming an

immigration judge’s (“IJ”) decision denying his motion to reopen removal

FILED
JUL 21 2009

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



/Research 06-733342

proceedings that were conducted in absentia.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to

8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for abuse of discretion the denial of a motion to

reopen.  Sharma v. INS, 89 F.3d 545, 547 (9th Cir. 1996).  We grant the petition

for review.

The IJ abused his discretion in denying Patino Carcamo’s motion to reopen

in light of Patino Carcamo’s undisputed statement that he arrived at court 15

minutes late.  See Jerezano v. INS, 169 F.3d 613, 615 (9th Cir. 1999) (holding that

denying a petitioner’s motion to reopen when he arrived 15 to 20 minutes late was

an abuse of discretion).  

PETITION FOR REVIEW GRANTED; REMANDED.


