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Before: ALARCÓN, LEAVY, and GRABER, Circuit Judges.

Ranvir 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 application for asylum, withholding of removal, and

protection under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”).  We have jurisdiction
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under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review legal issues de novo, including due process

claims.  Colmenar v. INS, 210 F.3d 967, 971 (9th Cir. 2000).  We deny the petition

for review.

Singh contends that the agency violated due process because portions of the

hearing transcript allegedly are missing from the record.  We reject this contention

both because Singh has not shown that any proceedings occurred on the dates in

question and because, even if such proceedings occurred, he failed to demonstrate

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

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

Apart from his due process contention, Singh does not otherwise challenge

the BIA’s denial of his asylum, withholding of removal, or CAT claims.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


