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Maria Cornejo, a native and citizen of El Salvador, petitions for review of

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

removal proceedings.  We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for
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an abuse of discretion the BIA’s denial of a motion to reopen.  Cano-Merida v.

INS, 311 F.3d 960, 964 (9th Cir. 2002).  We deny the petition for review. 

The BIA did not abuse its discretion in denying Cornejo’s timely motion to

reopen where Cornejo failed to demonstrate that the administrative procedures

manual excerpt and the employment authorization card were not discoverable and

could not have been presented to the immigration judge.  See 8 C.F.R.

§ 1003.2(c)(1); Guzman v. INS, 318 F.3d 911, 913 (9th Cir. 2003) (per curiam).

The BIA did not err in not reconsidering its denial of withholding of removal and

relief under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”) because Cornejo did not

raise these arguments in her motion.

In light of our conclusions, we do not reach Cornejo’s arguments regarding

her eligibility for asylum, withholding of removal, or CAT relief.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


