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Santiago Isais-Padilla, 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 granting the government’s motion to terminate

removal proceedings.  We dismiss the petition for review.
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Because an order terminating removal proceedings is not an order of

removal, we lack jurisdiction over Isais-Padilla’s petition for review.  See Alcala v.

Holder, 563 F.3d 1009, 1013 (9th Cir. 2009); see also 8 U.S.C. § 1252(b)(9)

(“Judicial review of all questions of law and fact . . . shall be available only in

judicial review of a final order [of removal].”).

To the extent Isais-Padilla contends that the court should exercise

jurisdiction over his 1998 expedited removal order, this contention fails.  See

8 U.S.C. § 1252(a)(2)(A)(i), (e)(2) (judicial review of an expedited removal order

is restricted to limited habeas review before the district court); Avendano-Ramirez

v. Ashcroft, 365 F.3d 813, 818-19 (9th Cir. 2004).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED.


