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Omar Sanchez-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 dismiss the petition for review.

This disposition is not appropriate for publication and is not precedent
except as provided by 9th Cir. R. 36-3.

Kk

The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision
without oral argument. See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2).



We lack jurisdiction to review the agency’s determination that Sanchez-
Rodriguez failed to demonstrate the exceptional and extremely unusual hardship
necessary for cancellation of removal. See Vilchiz-Soto v. Holder, 688 F.3d 642,
644 (9th Cir. 2012) (order) (“[ A]bsent a colorable legal or constitutional claim, we
lack jurisdiction to review the BIA’s discretionary determination that an alien
failed to prove that removal would result in exceptional and extremely unusual
hardship .. ..”).

Sanchez-Rodriguez’s contentions that the agency improperly applied the
legal standard for exceptional and extremely unusual hardship to the facts of his
case and improperly weighed his evidence of hardship are not colorable questions
of law that would invoke our jurisdiction. See De Mercado v. Mukasey, 566 F.3d
810, 816 (9th Cir. 2009); Bazua-Cota v. Gonzales, 466 F.3d 747, 749 (9th Cir.
2006) (per curiam).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED.
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