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Ashraf petitions for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (Board)

denial of his motion to reopen. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252(b), and

we deny the petition.

FILED
MAR 14 2013

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



2

The Board did not abuse its discretion when it denied Ashraf’s motion to

reopen. See Iturribarria v. I.N.S., 321 F.3d 889, 894 (9th Cir. 2003). Ashraf’s

motion was untimely. See 8 U.S.C. § 1229a(c)(7)(C)(i). Ashraf did not show that

the conditions in Pakistan, insofar as they related to his circumstances, had

materially worsened since the time the Board denied his application for

cancellation of removal, and therefore he did not qualify for the “changed country

conditions” exception to the filing deadline. See id. §§ (i), (ii); 8 C.F.R. §

1003.2(c)(3)(ii).

PETITION DENIED.


