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Violeta Yovana Montes Urroz, a native and citizen of Nicaragua, petitions
pro se for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order summarily
dismissing her appeal from an immigration judge’s decision denying her

applications for asylum, withholding of removal, and protection under the

*
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Convention Against Torture. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We
review for abuse of discretion the BIA’s summary dismissal of an appeal. Nolasco-
Amaya v. Garland, 14 F.4th 1007, 1012 (9th Cir. 2021). We deny the petition for
review.

The BIA did not abuse its discretion in summarily dismissing Montes
Urroz’s appeal where the notice of appeal was untimely filed. See 8 C.F.R.

§ 1003.1(d)(2)(1)(G).

Montes Urroz’s contention that equitable tolling of the filing deadline is
warranted is not properly before the court because she did not sufficiently raise it
before the BIA. See 8 U.S.C. § 1252(d)(1) (administrative remedies must be
exhausted); Suate-Orellana v. Garland, 101 F.4th 624, 629 (9th Cir. 2024) (the
exhaustion requirement is not jurisdictional, but must be enforced if properly
raised by a party); see also Magana-Magana v. Bondi, 129 F.4th 557, 574 (9th Cir.
2025) (petitioner failed to put the BIA on notice of equitable tolling claim).

The motion to stay removal is denied as moot.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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