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Aoua Natoma Overton, a native and citizen of Mali, married Clark Overton in 

February 2007, and subsequently obtained conditional permanent residency.  The 
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spouses could have later petitioned jointly to remove the condition on Ms. Overton’s 

residency.  8 U.S.C. § 1186a(c)(1), (d)(2)(A); 8 C.F.R. § 216.2(b).  But, in April 

2009, they divorced, and Ms. Overton could not then remove the condition absent 

waiver of the joint petition requirement.  8 U.S.C. § 1186a(c)(1), (c)(4); 8 C.F.R. 

§ 216.5(a)(1).  

An immigration judge (“IJ”) denied Ms. Overton’s application for the waiver 

and her alternative request for voluntary departure, and ordered her removed.  The 

Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA”) dismissed her appeal and subsequently 

denied her motion to reopen.  We have jurisdiction over her petitions for review from 

those BIA decisions under 8 U.S.C. § 1252 and deny the petitions.  

Substantial evidence supported the IJ’s finding that Ms. Overton did not enter 

her marriage to Clark in good faith.  See Oropeza-Wong v. Gonzales, 406 F.3d 1135, 

1147 (9th Cir. 2005) (noting standard of review); 8 U.S.C. § 1186a(c)(4)(B); 8 

C.F.R. § 216.5(a)(1)(ii).  Most significantly, Ms. Overton had a total of eight 

children with another man before, during, and after her marriage to Clark.  We lack 

jurisdiction to review the IJ’s denial of voluntary departure.  Oropeza-Wong, 406 

F.3d at 1141.  

The BIA did not abuse its discretion in determining that Ms. Overton’s motion 

to reopen offered no previously unavailable material evidence to support a purported 

fear of persecution if removed to Mali.  See Najmabadi v. Holder, 597 F.3d 983, 986 
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(9th Cir. 2010) (noting standard of review). 

PETITIONS DENIED.     


