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Kol Mapku, al so known as Kol e Marku, petitions this court
for review of the Board of Inmmgration Appeals’ (“BlIA’) decision
affirmng the Immgration Judge's (“1J”) denial of his notion
to reopen deportation proceedi ngs. Mpku argues that: (1) the Bl A
abused its discretion by affirmng the 1 J's decision, (2) equitable
tolling should apply to his case, and (3) that his due process
rights were violated when the Bl A adopted the reasoning of the IJ

and affirnmed the 13’ s deci sion.

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.



Mapku has failed to show that the BIA abused its
discretion by affirmng the denial of his notion to reopen. See

Lara v. Tromnski, 216 F.3d 487, 496 (5th Cr. 2000). As the

operation of a statute of [imtations is not at issue in this case,

Mapku’' s equitable tolling argunent is without nerit. See United

States v. Patterson, 211 F.3d 927, 930 (5th Gr. 2000). Further-

nmore, Mapku' s due process argunent is unavailing. See Soadjede v.

Ashcroft, 324 F.3d 830, 831 (5th Cr. 2003). Accordi ngly, the

petition for review is DEN ED.



