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Vera Sanbdounova, a native and citizen of Russia, petitions
for review of the Board of Inmm gration Appeals’ (“BlIA’) dism ssal
of her appeal and denial of notions to remand. Because only the
District Director may adjudi cate her pending application for ad-

justnment of status, Sanpbdounpbva argues that the |Imm gration Judge

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



No. 03-60860
-2

(“1J3”) or the BI A should have reopened her case and renmanded it to
the District Director.
We recently addressed a simlar argunent that the BI A should

have conpelled the IJ to reopen a deportation case. Because “no

meani ngf ul standard exi sts agai nst which to judge an |J's deci sion

to exercise sua sponte authority to reopen deportation proceed-

ings,” we lack jurisdiction to review the decision not to reopen.

Enri quez-Alvarado v. Ashcroft, 371 F.3d 246, 249 (5th G r. 2004)

(citing Heckler v. Chaney, 470 U S. 821, 830 (1985)).

Accordingly, the petition for review is DEN ED



