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Andrew Sudesh Narayan, a native and citizen of the United Kingdom,
petitions for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing his
appeal from an immigration judge’s removal order denying Narayan’s motion to

terminate. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. Reviewing de novo
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questions of law, Morales-Garcia v. Holder, 567 F.3d 1058, 1061 (9th Cir. 2009),
we deny the petition for review.

The agency properly concluded that Narayan’s conviction under
section 273.5(a) of the California Penal Code constitutes a conviction for a crime
involving moral turpitude (“CIMT”) because a modified categorical analysis of the
record of conviction establishes that Narayan was convicted of inflicting corporal
injury upon his spouse. See United States v. Leal-Vega, 680 F.3d 1160, 1168-69
(9th Cir. 2012) (holding that a criminal complaint, read together with other
judicially noticeable documents, may be considered under the modified categorical
analysis if no ambiguity exists in the record of conviction to conclude that the
defendant was convicted of a generic federal offense); Morales-Garcia, 567 F.3d
at 1065 (affirming that spousal abuse constitutes a CIMT).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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