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Lino Palapa-Cabrerra, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for review of 

the Board of Immigration Appeals’ decision dismissing his appeal from an 

immigration judge’s order denying cancellation of removal and denying his motion 

for a continuance. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review de novo 
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  **  The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision 

without oral argument.  See Fed. R. App. P. 34(a)(2). 
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questions of law. Carrillo v. Holder, 781 F.3d 1155, 1157 (9th Cir. 2015). We 

review for abuse of discretion the denial of a continuance. Ahmed v. Holder, 569 

F.3d 1009, 1012 (9th Cir. 2009). We deny the petition for review. 

The agency correctly concluded that Palapa-Cabrerra was ineligible for 

cancellation of removal, where the record established that he had been convicted of 

domestic violence under California Penal Code (“CPC”) § 273.5(a). See 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1229b(b)(1)(C) (to qualify for cancellation of removal, an alien cannot have been 

convicted of an offense under 8 U.S.C. § 1227(a)(2)); 8 U.S.C. § 1227(a)(2)(E)(i) 

(crimes of domestic violence are disqualifying); Carrillo, 781 F.3d at 1159 (CPC 

§ 273.5(a) is a categorical crime of domestic violence). We reject Palapa-

Cabrerra’s contention that Morales-Garcia v. Holder, 567 F.3d 1058 (9th Cir. 

2009), controls the result of his case. To the extent Palapa-Cabrerra contends the 

court should overrule Carrillo, this panel lacks authority to do so. See De Mercado 

v. Mukasey, 566 F.3d 810, 816 (9th Cir. 2008) (a three-judge panel lacks authority 

to overrule prior precedent). 

The agency did not abuse its discretion in denying Palapa-Cabrerra’s request 

for a continuance to determine whether to seek voluntary departure, where he was 

given four and a half months to prepare and file any and all applications for relief. 

See Ahmed, 569 F.3d at 1012 (listing factors to consider when reviewing the denial 

of a continuance, including the reasonableness of the petitioner’s conduct). 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED. 


