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Carlos Salazar-Holguin, 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”) order of removal. We review de novo claims of due
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process violations due to ineffective assistance of counsel. Mohammed v.
Gonzales, 400 F.3d 785, 791-92 (9th Cir. 2005). We deny the petition for review.

The BIA did not err in rejecting Salazar-Holguin’s claim of ineffective
assistance of counsel for failure to demonstrate prejudice, where Salazar-Holguin
has failed to establish that he has any plausible grounds for asylum, adjustment of
status, or any other form of relief from removal. See Morales Apolinar v.
Mukasey, 514 F.3d 893, 898 (9th Cir. 2008) (to establish prejudice resulting from
counsel’s deficient performance, a petitioner must “show plausible grounds for
relief” (citation and quotation marks omitted)).

In light of this disposition, we do not reach Salazar-Holguin’s remaining
contentions concerning former counsel’s performance or his noncompliance with
the requirements of Matter of Lozada, 19 1. & N. Dec. 637 (BIA 1988).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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