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Godel eva Huerta petitions this court for review of the Board
of Immgration Appeals’s (BIA s) denial of cancellation of
renmoval. She argues that the BIA erred when it determ ned that
her continuous physical presence in the United States was
interrupted in July 2000 for purposes of 8 U S. C
8 1229b(b) (1) (A). As the respondent argues, the BIAinplicitly
deci ded Huerta' s appeal under 8 CF. R 8 1003.1(e)(5), which

aut hori zes a single board nenber to issue a brief order

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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affirmng, nodifying, or remanding the inmgration judge’s
deci si on.
This court has jurisdiction to review the BIA s order. See

Mreles-Valdez v. Ashcroft, 349 F.3d 213, 217 (5th Cr. 2003).

To be eligible for a discretionary cancell ation of renoval, an
alien nust satisfy four requirenents, one of which is 10 years of
conti nuous physical presence in the United States. See 8 U S. C

8§ 1229b(b)(1)(A); Mreles-Valdez, 349 F. 3d at 214-15. Huerta’'s

voluntary departure fromthe United States at the border
interrupted the continuous-presence requirenent for cancellation

of renoval. See Mreles-Valdez, 349 F.3d at 217-19.

The Respondent’s notion for summary affirnmance or in the
alternative for an extension of tinme to file a brief is DEN ED

PETI TI ON DEN ED.



