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Mohammad Shehadeh, a native and citizen of Jordan, petitions
for review of a Board of Inmgration Appeals (BIA) final order of
renoval. Because the BIA affirned the inmgration judge s (1J)
deci sion wthout offering additional reasons, we nay reviewthe

| J's decision. See Ahned v. Gonzales, 447 F.3d 433, 437 (5th

Cir. 2006). W review factual findings for substantial evidence

and questions of |aw de novo. Carbajal-Gonzalez v. INS, 78 F.3d

194, 197 (5th Gir. 1996).

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Shehadeh argues for the first tine that his equal protection
and due process rights were violated by the sel ective enforcenent
of alien registration requirenents. He also asserts that
immgration officials failed to conply with an internal
| mm gration and Naturalization Service (INS) nmenorandum t hat
suggested that renoval proceedings should not be initiated
agai nst aliens who could be beneficiaries of an adjustnent of
status under the Legal Immgration and Fam |y Equity Act (LIFE
Act), 8 U S.C. § 1255(i). Even if Shehadeh’s clains are not

subj ect to the exhaustion requirenent, see Roy v. Ashcroft, 389

F.3d 132, 137 (5th Gr. 2004), we have rejected the argunent that
the registration requirenents for certain aliens violate equal
protection or due process. Ahned, 447 F.3d at 439-40.
Additionally, an internal |INS nenorandum does not create a
judicially-enforceable protected liberty interest. See

Loa-Herrera v. Trom nski, 231 F.3d 984, 989 (5th Cr. 2000).

Shehadeh al so contends that the | J abused his discretion by
refusing to grant a continuance of the renoval proceedings to
al | ow Shehadeh’ s pendi ng application for |abor certification to
be determ ned. Shehadeh argues that he nay be entitled to adjust
his status under the LIFE Act if his |abor certification is
approved. Shehadeh asserts, for the first tinme, that the failure
to grant a continuance violated his right to equal protection.
The grant of an application for |abor certification is but one

step in the “long and di scretionary process” of obtaining an
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adj ustment of status pursuant to 8 1255(i). Ahned, 447 F.3d at
437-39. Accordingly, the IJ's denial of a continuance pending

determ nati on of Shehadeh’s application for |abor certification
was not an abuse of discretion. See id. at 439. Shehadeh has

not provided any support for his assertion that the failure to

grant a continuance violated his equal protection rights.

The petition for review is DEN ED.



