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Before: ALARCÓN, LEAVY, and GRABER, Circuit Judges.

Miguel Fuentes-Ramos, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for review

of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing his appeal from an

immigration judge’s order denying his application for cancellation of removal.  We

have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review de novo questions of law,
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Castillo-Cruz v. Holder, 581 F.3d 1154, 1158-59 (9th Cir. 2009), and deny the

petition for review.

Applying the modified categorical approach, we agree with the BIA’s

conclusion that Fuentes-Ramos’ conviction for aggravated driving under the

influence, in violation of Ariz. Rev. Statutes § 28-1383(A)(1), is a crime involving

moral turpitude because the plea transcript evidences that he knew that he did not

have a driver’s license and was actually driving the vehicle at the time he

committed the offense.  Marmolejo-Campos v. Holder, 558 F.3d 903, 917 (9th Cir.

2009) (en banc).  The BIA did not err in denying Fuentes-Ramos’ cancellation of

removal application because his conviction barred him from establishing good

moral character within the relevant statutory period.  8 U.S.C. §§ 1101(f)(3),

1229b(b)(1)(B).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


