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Juan Carlos Arreola and his wife Ana Maria Myrian Arreola, natives and

citizens of Mexico, petition for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’

denial of their third motion to reopen removal proceedings to apply for asylum and
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related relief.  The BIA found that petitioners’ motion was untimely, and

numerically barred, but noted that the limits did not apply to asylum applications

based on changed country conditions.  

Petitioners’ sole contention on appeal is that the BIA erred in denying their

third motion to reopen because petitioners presented evidence of a well-founded

fear of future persecution based on their membership in a social group comprised

of “family members of a Mexican police officer who had been attacked and whose

identity was known to his narco-criminal attackers.”    Petitioners failed to

establish that they qualify as a cognizable social group, and therefore did not

demonstrate prima facie eligibility for the asylum, and related relief requested by

petitioners.   See Delgado-Ortiz v. Holder, 600 F.3d 1148, 1151-52 (9th Cir. 2010). 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


