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Before:  GOODWIN, WALLACE, and W. FLETCHER, Circuit Judges.

Daniel Aguilar-Rodriguez, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing his appeal from an

immigration judge’s decision denying his application for cancellation of removal. 

We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review de novo claims of
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constitutional violations in immigration proceedings, Iturribarria v. INS, 321 F.3d

889, 894 (9th Cir. 2003), and we deny the petition for review.

Aguilar-Rodriguez’s equal protection challenge fails because he is not

similarly situated to those permanent resident aliens who resided with a parent in

the United States for the seven years required under 8 U.S.C. § 1229b(a)(2).  See

Dillingham v. INS, 267 F.3d 996, 1007 (9th Cir. 2001) (to succeed on an equal

protection challenge, the petitioner must establish that his treatment differed from

that of similarly situated persons); see also Cuevas-Gaspar v. Gonzales, 430 F.3d

1013, 1028 (9th Cir. 2005). 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


