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Eme Akpojiyovw petitions this court for review of the
deci sion of the Board of Imm gration Appeals (BIA) in which the Bl A
di sm ssed her appeal of the immgration judge's (1J) decision
denying her clainms for asylum the w thholding of renoval, and
relief under the Convention Against Torture (CAT). Akpojiyovw's
claimfor relief is based on her assertion that she is certain that

her adol escent daughters wll be subjected to fenmal e circunti sion,

"Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



or Female Genital Mutilation (FGW), if she is deported and returns
wth themto Nigeria.

The Bl A found Akpojiyovwi’'s claimfor asylumto be tine-
barred, and it rejected her clainms that an exception to the tinme-
bar was warranted. Pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1158(a)(3), this court
does not have jurisdiction to review AKpojiyovw ’'s assertion that

her asylum claim was not tine-barred. See Zhu v. Ashcroft, 382

F.3d 521, 527 (5th G r. 2004); Khan v. Gonzales, 172 F. App’' x 575,

576 (5th Gr. 2006). Accordingly, Akpojiyovwi’'s claimfor asylum
i s DI SM SSED.

Akpojiyovwi al so challenges the denial of her clains for
the wi thhol ding of renoval and relief under the CAT. She asserts
that the likelihood that her daughters will be subject to FGMis

relevant to her own claimfor asylumunder a theory of “derivative

persecution.” Alternatively, she argues that she is entitled to
“derivative asylunt because her children will be “constructively
removed” if she is denied relief. Even if this court were to

conclude that Akpojiyovw 1is entitled to claimrelief from the
order of deportation based on the threat of persecution to her
daughters, substantial evidence supports the determ nation that
Akpojiyovw failed to show the requisite |ikelihood that her
daughters will be subject to FGMupon their return to Nigeria. See
8 CF.R 8 1208.16(b)(1); Convention Against Torture, article 3.
Accordi ngly, Akpojiyovwi’'s petition for review as to these cl ains

i's DEN ED



The appellate brief is not in conpliance with FED. R APP.
P. 28(a)(9)(A), which requires citation to the record. W caution
Akpojiyovwi's counsel that failure to conply with this court’s
rules of appellate procedure could result in the inposition of

sancti ons.



