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Luis Antonio Alvarenga, a native and citizen of El Salvador, petitions for 

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing his appeal from an 

immigration judge’s (“IJ”) removal order. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. 

§ 1252. We review for abuse of discretion the denial of a continuance and review 
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de novo questions of law. Ahmed v. Holder, 569 F.3d 1009, 1012 (9th Cir. 2009). 

We deny the petition for review. 

The agency did not abuse its discretion or violate Alvarenga’s right to 

counsel in denying his request for a further continuance, where the IJ granted him 

nine months to seek counsel once he was released from detention, and the IJ 

warned him that no further time would be granted to prepare his applications for 

relief, with or without counsel. See id. at 1012 (listing factors to consider in 

reviewing the agency’s denial of a continuance); Garcia v. Lynch, 798 F.3d 876, 

881 (9th Cir. 2015) (finding it was not unreasonable to deny a continuance where 

petitioner had six months to pursue post-conviction relief). 

Alvarenga’s contention that he did not explicitly waive his right to counsel 

at his final hearing is unavailing, where he was represented by counsel at that 

hearing. 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED. 


