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Norma Angelica Arevalo-Mendez (“Arevalo-Mendez”) petitions for review 

of a decision by the Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA”) affirming an order of 

an immigration judge (“IJ”) denying asylum, withholding of removal, and 

protection under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”).  We have jurisdiction 

under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  Reviewing the agency’s factual findings for substantial 

evidence and its legal conclusions de novo, see Flores Molina v. Garland, 37 F.4th 

626, 632 (9th Cir. 2022), we deny the petition for review. 

 The agency properly rejected Arevalo-Mendez’s applications for asylum and 

withholding of removal.1   Substantial evidence supports the agency’s finding that 

“Salvadoran women who were crime victims who had reported the crimes” was 

not defined with particularity nor a socially distinct group within Salvadoran 

society.  Moreover, there is no nexus between the threats Arevalo-Mendez received 

from a former neighbor who swindled her and a protected ground.  Fear of general 

conditions of criminal violence is not a cognizable ground for asylum.  See Zetino 

v. Holder, 622 F.3d 1007, 1016 (9th Cir. 2010) (“A[] [noncitizen]’s desire to be 

free from harassment by criminals motivated by theft or random violence by gang 

members bears no nexus to a protected ground.”); see also Rodriguez-Zuniga v. 

Garland, 69 F.4th 1012, 1016 (9th Cir. 2023) (“For both asylum and withholding 

 
1 The agency also denied Arevalo-Mendez’s CAT claim, but she does not 

challenge that determination on appeal. 
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claims, a petitioner must prove a causal nexus . . . .”). 

PETITION DENIED. 


