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PER CURIAM:
Janeth Maribel Hernandez-Zaldivar and her minor children, all natives and citizens
of Honduras, petition for review of an order of the Board of Immigration Appeals (Board)
dismissing their appeal from the Immigration Judge’s (IJ) decision denying HernandezZaldivar’s application for asylum. For the reasons that follow, we dismiss in part and deny
in part the petition for review.
First, while Hernandez-Zaldivar faults the IJ for not considering certain evidence
submitted in support of her asylum application, she failed to present this argument to the
Board. As a result, this claim is unexhausted, so we dismiss this part of the petition for
lack of jurisdiction. See Cabrera v. Barr, 930 F.3d 627, 631 (4th Cir. 2019) (“[A]rguments
that a petitioner did not raise in the [Board] proceedings have not been exhausted and th[is]
Court lacks jurisdiction to consider them.”); see also 8 U.S.C. § 1252(d)(1).
Regarding Hernandez-Zaldivar’s other arguments, we have thoroughly reviewed
the record and conclude that the evidence does not compel a ruling contrary to any of the
administrative factual findings, see 8 U.S.C. § 1252(b)(4)(B), and that substantial evidence
supports the denial of relief, see INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U.S. 478, 481 (1992).
Accordingly, we deny the remainder of Hernandez-Zaldivar’s petition for review for the
reasons stated by the Board. In re Hernandez-Zaldivar (B.I.A. Aug. 25, 2020).
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the
decisional process.
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