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Petitioner Antonio Torres-Piedra (“Torres”) petitions this
court for review of the decision of the Board of Immgration
Appeals (BIA) summarily affirmng the order of the Immgration
Judge (I1J) that denied Torres’s application for cancellation of
removal pursuant to 8 U S.C. 8 1229b(b)(1). Torres contests the
merits of the IJ's determ nation that he was statutorily ineligible
for cancellation of renoval on the ground of continuous presence

and because he failed to denonstrate the requisite hardship. The

Pursuant to 5THGOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



Respondent has filed a notion requesting that we dismss the
petition for |ack of jurisdiction because the |J’s determ nation on
hardship is a discretionary one that is imune from judicial
review. W agree.

W Jlack jurisdiction to review the 1J' s discretionary
determnation that Torres’s children would not suffer an
“exceptional and extrenmely wunusual hardship” if Torres were
deported to Mexico. See 8 U S C 8§ 1229(b)(1)(D; 8 U.S.C
1252(a)(2)(B)(i); Bravo v. Ashcroft, 341 F.3d 590, 592 (5th Gr.

2003). As the IJ's determ nation on hardship is fatal to Torres’'s
application, and that determnation is not subject to judicial
review, it would be a hollow act for us to consider the 1J's
finding on continuous presence, nuch less rule on it. The
Respondent’s notion is therefore GRANTED and Torres’s petition

DI SM SSED.



