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Kuljit Kaur and her children, natives and citizens of India, petition for

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing their
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appeal from an immigration judge’s (“IJ”’) decision denying their motion for a
continuance of removal proceedings. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.
We review for abuse of discretion the denial of a motion for a continuance, Ahmed
v. Holder, 569 F.3d 1009, 1012 (9th Cir. 2009), and we deny the petition for
review.

The agency did not abuse its discretion in denying petitioners’ August 10,
2005, request for a further continuance because both the BIA and the 1J offered
reasoned bases for the denial, and petitioners did not establish that a further
continuance would benefit their pursuit of relief from removal. See Singh v. INS,
213 F.3d 1050, 1052 (9th Cir. 2000) (agency abuses discretion when it acts
“arbitrarily, irrationally, or contrary to law”) (internal quotation marks and
citations omitted); see also Ahmed, 569 F.3d at 1012 (evaluating, among other
factors, the nature of evidence excluded as a result of the denial of the continuance,
the reasonableness of the immigrant’s conduct, and the reasoned bases of the
agency’s denial).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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