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Before: CANBY, W. FLETCHER, and CALLAHAN, Circuit Judges.   

Miguel Angel Rivera Rodriguez, a native and citizen of El Salvador, 

petitions for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order 

dismissing his appeal from an immigration judge’s (“IJ”) decision denying his 
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application for asylum and relief under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”).  

We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for substantial evidence 

the agency’s factual findings.  Silaya v. Mukasey, 524 F.3d 1066, 1070 (9th Cir. 

2008).  We deny the petition for review. 

The record does not compel the conclusion that Rivera Rodriguez 

established changed or extraordinary circumstances to excuse his untimely asylum 

application.  See 8 C.F.R. §§ 1208.4(a)(4), (5).  Thus, Rivera Rodriguez’s asylum 

claim fails. 

In his opening brief, Rivera Rodriguez does not reference withholding of 

removal or otherwise challenge the agency’s denial of the claim.  See Corro-

Barragan v. Holder, 718 F.3d 1174, 1175 n. 5 (9th Cir. 2013) (failure to contest 

issue in opening brief resulted in waiver.  Thus, we deny the petition for review as 

to Rivera Rodriquez’s withholding of removal claim. 

Substantial evidence supports the agency’s denial of CAT relief because 

Rivera Rodriguez failed to show it is more likely than not he will be tortured with 

the consent or acquiescence of the government of El Salvador.  See Aden v. 

Holder, 589 F.3d 1040, 1047 (2009). 

Finally, we reject as without merit Rivera Rodriguez’s contentions as to his 
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membership in a class action lawsuit, his eligibility for the Deferred Action for 

Childhood Arrivals program, or his claim for Temporary Protected Status.   

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED. 


