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PER CURIAM: 

 Aleyda Maribel Ochea-Alcerro (Ochea), a native and citizen of Honduras, petitions 

for review of an order of the Board of Immigration Appeals dismissing her appeal from the 

immigration judge’s oral decision denying Ochea’s applications for asylum and 

withholding of removal.*  We deny the petition for review.   

Here, the Board held that Ochea waived review of one of the immigration judge’s 

alternative, dispositive rulings—to wit:  that Ochea failed to establish that the Honduran 

government is unable or unwilling to control her alleged persecutors, see Portillo Flores v. 

Garland, 3 F.4th 615, 626, 632-37 (4th Cir. 2021) (en banc) (discussing three elements of 

an asylum claim, particularly the “government control element”)—by failing to 

specifically address that aspect of the immigration judge’s decision in her administrative 

appeal brief.  Because this ruling was independently dispositive of Ochea’s applications 

for asylum and withholding of removal, the Board declined to reach the issues Ochea did 

present on administrative appeal and affirmed the immigration judge’s denial of relief on 

this basis.   

Upon consideration of the arguments Ochea presses in this court, we discern no 

error in the Board’s application of its procedural waiver rule in this context.  See In re D-

G-C-, 28 I. & N. Dec. 297, 297 n.1 (B.I.A. 2021) (observing Board’s procedural rule that 

 
* Ochea does not challenge the denial of her request for protection under the 

Convention Against Torture (CAT).  Accordingly, this issue is waived.  See Fed. R. App. 
P. 28(a)(8)(A); Cortez-Mendez v. Whitaker, 912 F.3d 205, 208 (4th Cir. 2019) (explaining 
that petitioner’s failure to address the denial of CAT relief waives the issue).   
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issues a respondent does not meaningfully challenge on appeal will be deemed waived); 

cf. Pinos-Gonzalez v. Mukasey, 519 F.3d 436, 440-41 (8th Cir. 2008) (finding no error in 

Board’s application of procedural waiver to petitioner).  Accordingly, we deny the petition 

for review.  See In re Ochea-Alcerro (B.I.A. Nov. 10, 2021).   

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. 

PETITION DENIED 


