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Bernardo Gallegos-Lomeli, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order denying his motion to

reopen.  We dismiss the petition for review. 
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We lack jurisdiction to review the BIA’s denial of Gallegos-Lomeli’s

motion to reopen, because the evidence submitted with the motion concerns the

same basic hardship grounds that Gallegos-Lomeli previously relied on to support

his application for cancellation of removal.  See Fernandez v. Gonzales, 439 F.3d

592, 601-03 (9th Cir. 2006).  

Gallegos-Lomeli’s contentions that the BIA failed to consider the evidence

he submitted and failed to explain the reasons for denying his motion are not

supported by the record and do not amount to colorable constitutional claims that

would invoke our jurisdiction.  See Martinez-Rosas v. Gonzales, 424 F.3d 926, 930

(9th Cir. 2005).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED. 


