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Emmanuel Martinez-Juarez seeks review of a decision by the Board of 

Immigration Appeals (“BIA”) dismissing his appeal of the decision of an 

immigration judge (“IJ”) denying his application for cancellation of removal under 

8 U.S.C. § 1229b(b).  We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  Wilkinson v. 
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Garland, 601 U.S. 209, 217 (2024).  We review for substantial evidence whether the 

agency erred in applying the exceptional and extremely unusual hardship standard 

to a set of facts.  Gonzalez-Juarez v. Bondi, 137 F.4th 996, 1003 (9th Cir. 2025).   

The agency considered the totality of the circumstances, including the age of 

Martinez-Juarez’s children, the financial impact his removal would have on his 

family, and how his removal might affect his oldest child’s religious practice.   

Substantial evidence supports the agency’s conclusion that the resulting hardship 

was not “substantially different from, or beyond, that which would normally be 

expected.”  Id. at 1006 (explaining that the hardship “must deviate, in the extreme, 

from the norm”). 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED. 


