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Leonardo Arturo Brenes Escobar, a native and citizen of El Salvador,

petitions pro se for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) decision

dismissing his appeal from an immigration judge’s removal order.  We have

jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review de novo questions of law, Freeman
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v. Gonzales, 444 F.3d 1031, 1037 (9th Cir. 2006), and we deny the petition for

review.

The BIA properly concluded that Brenes Escobar did not establish eligibility

for adjustment of status where he did not file an application for that form of relief

or present evidence that he is the beneficiary of an approved or pending immigrant

visa petition.  See 8 U.S.C. §§ 1229a(c)(4), 1255(a).

Removal proceedings are separate and apart from bond proceedings, see 8

C.F.R. § 1003.19(d), thus the BIA properly determined it did not have jurisdiction

to review Brenes Escobar’s challenge to his bond proceedings in an appeal from

removal proceedings.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


