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Before:   TASHIMA, SILVERMAN, and M. SMITH, Circuit Judges. 

Jason Chung Yu, a native and citizen of Taiwan, petitions for review of the 

Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing his appeal from an immigration 

judge’s removal order denying his request for a continuance.  We have jurisdiction 

under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for abuse of discretion the denial of a 
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continuance and review de novo due process challenges.  Sandoval-Luna v. 

Mukasey, 526 F.3d 1243, 1246 (9th Cir. 2008).  We deny the petition for review. 

The agency did not abuse its discretion or violate due process in denying 

Yu’s request for a continuance for failure to show good cause, where success on 

his motion for post-conviction relief was speculative and he failed to establish 

prejudice.  See 8 C.F.R. § 1003.29; Sandoval-Luna, 526 F.3d at 1247 (no abuse of 

discretion or denial of due process to deny a continuance where relief was not 

immediately available and alien did not establish prejudice); Garcia v. Lynch, 798 

F.3d 876, 881 (9th Cir. 2015) (no abuse of discretion to deny a continuance where 

petitioner already had six months to pursue post-conviction relief). 

Yu’s contentions that he was denied his right to counsel and did not receive 

a full and fair hearing are not supported by the record. 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED. 


