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Reynaldo Ayon-Nunez, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for review

of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order denying his motion to reopen. 

We dismiss the petition for review. 
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We lack jurisdiction to review the BIA’s denial of Ayon-Nunez’s motion to

reopen the discretionary denial of his application for adjustment of status, where

the BIA concluded that the new evidence he submitted was insufficient to

overcome the significant negative factor in his case and Ayon-Nunez has not raised

a colorable due process challenge to the BIA’s discretionary determination that he

is not entitled to adjustment of status.  See Bazua-Cota v. Gonzales, 466 F.3d 747,

748-49 (9th Cir. 2006) (per curiam) (order) (“[T]he decision to deny Petitioner’s

application for adjustment of status is a discretionary determination, and is

therefore unreviewable.”); see Fernandez v. Gonzales, 439 F.3d 592, 601-03 (9th

Cir. 2006) (where there has already been an unreviewable discretionary

determination this court lacks jurisdiction to review the denial of a motion to

reopen concerning the same determination). 

In light of our disposition, we do not reach Ayon-Nunez’s remaining

contentions.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED.


