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Before: RAWLINSON, MURGUIA, and WATFORD, Circuit Judges.

Amarjeet Singh, a native and citizen of India, petitions for review of the

Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing his appeal from an

immigration judge’s decision denying his motion to reopen.  We have jurisdiction

under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review de novo constitutional claims, Vasquez-Zavala
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v. Ashcroft, 324 F.3d 1105, 1107 (9th Cir. 2003), and we deny the petition for

review.

Singh’s contention that the BIA violated his right to due process by failing

to provide him with a transcript of proceedings fails because he did not

demonstrate prejudice.  See Lata v. INS, 204 F.3d 1241, 1246 (9th Cir. 2000)

(requiring prejudice for a petitioner to prevail on a due process claim).

Singh has waived any further challenge to the agency’s denial of his motion

to reopen based on ineffective assistance of counsel.  See Martinez-Serrano v. INS,

94 F.3d 1256, 1259-60 (9th Cir. 1996).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


