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Ignacio Contreras-Hernandez, 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 (“1J”’) denial of his application for cancellation of

removal. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review for substantial
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evidence the agency’s continuous physical presence determination. Zarate v.
Holder, 671 F.3d 1132, 1134 (9th Cir. 2012). We deny the petition for review.

Substantial evidence supports the agency’s determination that Contreras-
Hernandez did not demonstrate the ten years of continuous physical presence
required for cancellation of removal, where Contreras-Hernandez provided
insufficient testimonial evidence and no documentary evidence to corroborate his
claimed entry date in 1997. See 8 U.S.C. §§ 1229b(b)(1)(A), 1229a(c)(4)(B).

Contreras-Hernandez’s arguments regarding the 1J’s credibility
determination are outside the scope of our review. See Owino v. Holder, 771 F.3d
527, 531 (9th Cir. 2014) (“When the BIA conducts its own review of the evidence
and the law, this Court’s review is limited to the BIA’s decision, except to the
extent the 1J’s opinion is expressly adopted.” (quotation marks and citation
omitted)).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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