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Rene Rodriguez Esparza and Angeles Rodriguez, natives and citizens of

Mexico, petition for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing
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their appeal from an immigration judge’s order denying their applications for
cancellation of removal. Our jurisdiction is governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We
review de novo claims of constitutional violations in immigration proceedings,
Ram v. INS, 243 F.3d 510, 516 (9th Cir. 2001), and we deny in part and dismiss in
part the petition for review.

Petitioners’ contention that they are entitled to relief because their removal
would violate the substantive due process rights of their United States citizen
children is foreclosed. See Urbano De Malaluan v. INS, 577 F.2d 589, 594 (9th
Cir. 1978) (observing that the argument that “the deportation order would amount
to a de facto deportation of the child and thus violate the constitutional rights of the
child . . . has been authoritatively rejected in numerous cases.”) (citations omitted).

We lack jurisdiction to review the agency’s discretionary determination that
petitioners failed to show exceptional and extremely unusual hardship to a
qualifying relative. See Martinez-Rosas v. Gonzales, 424 F.3d 926, 929 (9th Cir.
2005).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED in part; DISMISSED in part.
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