In the
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Yang v. INS, 109 F.3d 1185 (7th Cir. 1997). Rayford Gill, a
citizen of Belize admitted in 1994 as a permanent resident,
presents such an antecedent question. Although adminis-
trative officials concluded that he had been convicted of
possi iangcocaine,d Gil edeiesd thatt hestate proceediansf
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has had civil rights restored shall not be considered
a conviction for purposes of this chapter, unless
such pardon, expungement, or restorl4of had cnt,
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A disposition under this provision “shall not be considered
a conviction for the purpose of a disqualification or a dis-
ability imposed by law upon conviction of a crime, or for any
other purpose.” 18 U.S.C. §3607(b). The Board thought that
what was mete for persons accused in federal court should
go for those accused in state court as well. See, e.g., Matter
of A-F-, 8 I&N Dec. 429, 445-46 (BIA, AG, 1959); Matter of
Ozkok, 19 I&N Dec. 546, 551-76 Oat 881959);
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such as 8§1101(a)(48)(A) displaces common law. See Bank
of Nova Scotia v. United States, 487 U.S. 250, 255 (1988);
United States v. Payner, 447 U.S. 727 (1980). In the absence
of legislation the agency had to find its own way; now the
agency must take the statute’s path.
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