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Submitted May 21, 2019™
Before: THOMAS, Chief Judge, FRIEDLAND, and BENNETT, Circuit Judges.

Glenford Prince, a native and citizen of Jamaica, petitions for review of the
Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order denying his motion to reopen
removal proceedings. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review for

abuse of discretion the BIA’s denial of a motion to reopen. Najmabadi v. Holder,
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597 F.3d 983, 986 (9th Cir. 2010). We deny the petition for review.

The BIA did not abuse its discretion in denying Prince’s untimely motion to
reopen his claim for deferral of removal under the Convention Against Torture
(“CAT”) because Prince failed to establish prima facie eligibility for relief to
qualify for an exception to the time limitation for motions to reopen. See 8 C.F.R.
§ 1003.2(c)(3)(i1); Cano-Merida v. INS, 311 F.3d 960, 966 (9th Cir. 2002) (no
abuse of discretion in denying motion to reopen where petitioner did not establish
prima facie eligibility for CAT relief).

We reject Prince’s contention that the BIA violated his due process rights.
See Lata v. INS, 204 F.3d 1241, 1246 (9th Cir. 2000) (requiring error to prevail on
a due process claim).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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