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PER CURIAM:

Juan Luis Garcia Ruiz, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for review of an
order of the Board of Immigration Appeals (Board) dismissing his appeal from the
Immigration Judge’s decision denying his request for a continuance and denying his
application for cancellation of removal.

Because the Board affirmed the denial of cancellation of removal as a matter of
discretion and Garcia Ruiz failed to raise any colorable legal or constitutional issues, we
lack jurisdiction to review the denial of that relief. See 8 U.S.C. §§ 1252(a)(2)(B)(1), (D);
Sorcia v. Holder, 643 F.3d 117, 124-25 (4th Cir. 2011) (finding no jurisdiction to review
discretionary denial of cancellation of removal absent constitutional claim or question of
law). Thus, we dismiss the petition for review in part as to cancellation of removal.

Next, we find no abuse of discretion or due process violation in the Board’s decision
to uphold the denial of a continuance. See Lendo v. Gonzales, 493 F.3d 439, 441 (4th Cir.
2007); Rusu v. INS, 296 F.3d 316, 321-22 (4th Cir. 2002). Finally, upon review, we
conclude that Garcia Ruiz’s remaining claims are without merit. Accordingly, we deny the
petition for review in part. In re Garcia Ruiz (B.1.A. Mar. 5, 2021).

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the

decisional process.

DISMISSED IN PART;
DENIED IN PART



