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Daniel Sanchez petitions for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’
(the “BIA”) order affirming an immigration judge’s decision denying Sanchez’s
application for cancellation of removal. Sanchez is a 29-year-old Mexican national
who arrived in the United States as a young child. Although both of his parents
became lawful permanent residents, Sanchez never became a lawful permanent
resident himself. In 2008, the Department of Homeland Security placed Sanchez
in removal proceedings. During those proceedings, the immigration judge denied
Sanchez’s application for cancellation of removal under 8 U.S.C. § 1229b(a), on
the basis that Sanchez never obtained lawful permanent resident status. The BIA
affirmed. On appeal, Sanchez argues that he may impute his parents’ legal statuses
to himself to meet the eligibility criteria set forth in 8 U.S.C. § 1229b(a), relying on

Mercado-Zazueta v. Holder, 580 F.3d 1102 (9th Cir. 2009), and Cuevas-Gaspar v.

Gonzales, 430 F.3d 1013 (9th Cir. 2005).
After Sanchez filed his petition, the Supreme Court decided Holder v.

Martinez Gutierrez, 132 S. Ct. 2011 (2012), upholding the BIA’s interpretation of

§ 1229b(a), which requires each applicant seeking cancellation of removal to meet
the statutory requirements individually, without counting a parent’s years of
continuous residence or lawful permanent resident status. Because Mercado-

Zazueta and Cuevas-Gaspar are no longer valid precedent on the issue of

imputation under 8 U.S.C. § 1229b(a), see Sawyers v. Holder, 684 F.3d 911, 912



(9th Cir. 2012), we must reject Sanchez’s argument that his parents’ legal statuses
can be imputed to himself.

As there 1s no dispute that Sanchez is not a lawful permanent resident
himself, we uphold the BIA’s order affirming the immigration judge’s decision
denying cancellation of removal under 8 U.S.C. § 1229b(a).

PETITION DENIED.



