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Brenda Godinez-Velasquez, a native and citizen of Guatemala, seeks review

of the decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals (BIA) that affirmed the
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decision of the immigration judge (IJ) denying her application for withholding of
removal and protection under the Convention Against Torture (CAT). We have
jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252, and we deny the petition for review.

Godinez-Velasquez does not challenge the 1J’s conclusion that her proposed
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social group—*“victims of sexual violence who do not have the protection of the
government”—Ilacks social distinction. Because an applicant for withholding of
removal seeking relief based on membership in a particular social group must
establish that the proposed group is socially distinct, see Cordoba v. Barr, 962 F.3d
479, 483 (9th Cir. 2020), the BIA did not err in upholding the 1J’s denial of
Godinez-Velasquez’s application for withholding of removal.

The BIA did not err in affirming the 1J’s conclusion that Godinez-Velasquez
was not entitled to relief under CAT. Given the 1J’s unchallenged finding that
Godinez-Velasquez could safely relocate in Guatemala, substantial evidence
supports the denial of withholding of removal under CAT, see 8 C.F.R.

§ 208.16(c)(3)(i1); Singh v. Ashcroft, 351 F.3d 435, 443 (9th Cir. 2003), and
deferral of removal under CAT, see 8 C.F.R § 1208.17(a). The BIA’s
determination that Godinez-Velasquez suffered past persecution does not affect

this conclusion, or our conclusion on statutory withholding of removal.

PETITION DENIED.



