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Before:  FRIEDLAND, BADE, and KOH, Circuit Judges. 
 

Jesus Silva-Plascencia (“Silva-Plascencia”), a native and citizen of Mexico, 

petitions for review of a decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA”) 

affirming the denial by an Immigration Judge (“IJ”) of Silva-Plascencia’s 

applications for cancellation of removal and voluntary departure.  We deny the 
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  **  The panel unanimously concludes this case is suitable for decision 
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petition in part and dismiss in part. 

Our jurisdiction over challenges to the discretionary decision to deny 

cancellation of removal or voluntary departure is limited to colorable legal or 

constitutional claims.  See 8 U.S.C. § 1252(a)(2)(B)(i), (D); Patel v. Garland, 142 

S. Ct. 1614, 1622–23 (2022).  To the extent Silva-Plascencia argues that the BIA 

violated his right to due process by summarily affirming the IJ’s decision, that 

constitutional claim is foreclosed by Falcon Carriche v. Ashcroft, 350 F.3d 845, 

851 (9th Cir. 2003) (holding that it is not “a due process violation for the BIA to 

affirm the IJ’s decision [denying cancellation of removal] without issuing an 

opinion”).  We deny the petition as to that claim. 

The petition does not otherwise raise a colorable legal or constitutional claim 

and thus we lack jurisdiction.  See Martinez-Rosas v. Gonzales, 424 F.3d 926, 930 

(9th Cir. 2005). 

PETITION DENIED IN PART AND DISMISSED IN PART. 

 


