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Marta Urutia-Orellana petitions for review of the Board of Immigration
Appeals’ order affirming an order of removal. We deny the petition.

To be eligible for relief, Urutia-Orellana must show that the evidence

compelled conclusions that she suffered persecution (or had a well founded fear
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that she would suffer persecution) on account of a “race, religion, nationality,
membership in a social group, or political opinion,” and that the El Salvador
government was unable or unwilling to control the gang that threatened her family.
Navas v. INS, 217 F.3d 646, 656 (9th Cir. 2000).

Even if we assume that she suffered persecution on account of her family
relationship and that her family constituted a particular social group for this
purpose, Urutia-Orellana did not establish that the government was unable or
unwilling to control the gang. That she was told that the police could not help
unless she could provide evidence was not remarkable and did not establish that
the authorities would not have done anything if there was evidence. See Nahrvani
v. Gonazles, 399 F.3d 1148, 1154 (9th Cir. 2005). Urutia-Orellana did not ask the
uncle who actually received the threat to go to the police. The evidence showed
that the police captured one of the gang members involved in the murder of Urutia-
Orellana’s brother in law, suggesting that the police would act.

PETITION DENIED.



