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Francisco Javier Bautista Cabrales, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions

for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing his

appeal from an immigration judge’s decision denying his application for

cancellation of removal.  Our jurisdiction is governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We
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review de novo constitutional claims, Khan v. Holder, 584 F.3d 773, 776 (9th Cir.

2009), and we dismiss in part, and deny in part, the petition for review. 

We lack jurisdiction to review the BIA’s discretionary decision to deny

Bautista Cabrales’s application for cancellation of removal, see De Mercado v.

Mukasey, 566 F.3d 810, 814 (9th Cir. 2009), and Bautista Cabrales does not

contend that this dispositive decision suffers from any legal or constitutional

defect, see Martinez-Rosas v. Gonzales, 424 F.3d 926, 930 (9th Cir. 2005). 

The proceedings were not “so fundamentally unfair that [Bautista Cabrales]

was prevented from reasonably presenting his case.”  Colmenar v. INS, 210 F.3d

967, 971 (9th Cir. 2000) (citation and quotation omitted). 

In light of our disposition, we do not reach Bautista Cabrales’s remaining

contentions. 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED in part; DENIED in part. 


