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PER CURIAM:  

Rigoberto Osorio-Sanchez, a native and citizen of 

Mexico, petitions for review of an order of the Board of 

Immigration Appeals (“Board”) denying his motion to reopen 

immigration proceedings.  This court reviews the denial of a 

motion to reopen for abuse of discretion.  8 C.F.R. § 1003.2(a) 

(2011); see INS v. Doherty, 502 U.S. 314, 323-24 (1992); Mosere 

v. Mukasey, 552 F.3d 397, 400 (4th Cir.), cert. denied, 130 S. 

Ct. 137 (2009).  We will reverse a denial of a motion to reopen 

“only if it is arbitrary, irrational, or contrary to law.”  

Mosere, 552 F.3d at 400 (internal quotation marks omitted).   

In his appellate brief, Osorio-Sanchez presents no 

argument relevant to whether the Board abused its discretion in 

denying his motion to reopen.  Therefore, we conclude that this 

issue has been abandoned on appeal.  Fed. R. App. P. 

28(a)(9)(A); United States v. Al-Hamdi, 356 F.3d 564, 571 n.8 

(4th Cir. 2004) (“It is a well settled rule that contentions not 

raised in the argument section of the opening brief are 

abandoned.”); Yousefi v. INS, 260 F.3d 318, 326 (4th Cir. 2001) 

(stating failure to raise an issue in an opening brief results 

in abandonment of that issue).  Accordingly, we deny the 

petition for review.  See In re: Osorio-Sanchez (B.I.A. Dec. 22, 

2010).  We dispense with oral argument because the facts and 

legal contentions are adequately presented in the materials 
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before the court and argument would not aid the decisional 

process. 

 

PETITION DENIED 


