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Miguel Zacarias, a native and citizen of Guatemala, petitions for review of 

the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing his appeal from an 

immigration judge’s decision denying his application for withholding of removal 

and relief under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”). We have jurisdiction 
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under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review for substantial evidence the agency’s factual 

findings. Zehatye v. Gonzales, 453 F.3d 1182, 1184-85 (9th Cir. 2006). We deny 

the petition for review.  

Substantial evidence supports the agency’s conclusion that Zacarias failed to 

establish the government of Guatemala is unable or unwilling to control his alleged 

persecutors. See Castro-Perez v. Gonzales, 409 F.3d 1069, 1072 (9th Cir. 2005) 

(record did not compel conclusion that the government was unable or unwilling to 

control persecutors). Thus, we deny the petition as to Zacarias’s withholding of 

removal claim.  

We reject Zacarias’s contention that the BIA failed to consider evidence as 

to his withholding of removal and CAT claims. See Najmabadi v. Holder, 597 F.3d 

983, 990 (9th Cir. 2010). Apart from his argument about the failure to consider 

evidence, Zacarias does not challenge the agency’s denial of his CAT claim.  

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED. 


