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hefore IJ FOROIGIEPRIEOIE) OPR(b) (6) (b)(7)(c) EQIR(D)(6)/OF
OPR(D)(E)(B)(7)(C) OPR()G)D)TIC)

oo QPR (b)(6)(0)(7)(C)

1. Decision of the 1J

: apphcat;ons for

PR()(6)0) P

ot OPR(b)(-6)(b)m(gF)mb)(es)(b)(?)(c:)

apphcaﬂon for withholdin

[EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(D

persecutionn on one of five enumerated grounds (race; religion; nationality;
membership in a particular social group; or political opinion} iffilliliwere removed

EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
h internal quotations emitted).

¥ Pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 1208.20, a finding that an alien has filed a frivalous asylum
application does not preclude that alien from seeking withholding of removal.
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2. BIA Decision

[EOIR(b)(6)/OPH

filed a timely appeal to the BIA. On appeal,

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C

C>|°R(b)(6)(b)(7)(C) i

1 o SEHOIOIOMGIE) decision, the BIA {authored by |
| dﬂ'ClSlOﬂ in part and dismissed it in part. The BIA agreed with JB
finding that |§

The BIA also agreed with 1) RS denial of withholding of removal on the

AetRIEAO PR (b)(6)(b)(7)(C) Bl '° The Board rejecteciliiliill ciaim

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

P OPR (b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

" 1J Decision at 12 [August 23, 2005).

' The BIA assumed, arguendo, that

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

‘" Id. at 4 ([emphasis in original). [OIMS{D(F()IEAI(®)

OPR(D)(6)(b)(7)(C)
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OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C) """ OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
"OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

TOPR(DY(6)(D)(7)(C)
OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C) “OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPRMEBINC) OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C

OPR(b)(6)(0d)(7)(C) oo
OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C) OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPR(D)(6)(0)(/)(C)

[EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)i

OPRMOYBYDINNC).....oroine

13 Id

" I at 3.

° The IGLILBOPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
O CIEEEIE O IR (b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
B OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

= OIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
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M also made alternative rulings on

EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)} [ECIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(

[EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b) OPR(b)(G)(b)(7)(C)

dECl.Slon to the BIA. On appeal,

IR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(E)(B)(7)({

OPR(DYBWDITVC)

R(D)(0)]

"loPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPR(D)(6)(0)(/)(C)

— g an April 12, 2007 decision {authored byjll, the BIA affirmed 1J

finding thatjjjjiiiiffailed to meefiiiifprrden of proof for SELICIOIGIE

NDRRYhY(7Y(M)

EOIR(D)(6)/OPR(D

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
OPR(b)(6)(0)(7)(C)

? 1J Decision at 20.

M

¥ Supra at n.15; see In Re: SMHOIOIGIOQOWNRIA 2005) (per curiam).
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OPR(b)(6)(0)(7)(C)

'OIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)!

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

at 3 (BIA 2007) (internal citation omitted).

HE N SRR O|R (h)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
EHOPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)}

N [d'
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OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPR(BY(6)DY(C)_____IoPR(b)6)HYTNC)
OPR(OYBGYDYT7C)

OPR(D)(6)(b)(7)(C)

* . at 3-4 {internal citations omitted).
" fd at 4 {internal citations omitted).

? Id at 5.
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OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)™""

[OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

¥ LJ Decision at 4.
M Id. at 5.
¥ .

1] Id.

10

OPR(b)(6)(0)(/)(C)

OPR(DYBYDY7(C)

EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(7){OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
I
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II. OPR INVESTIGATION

e npR(h\(ﬁVhV?V(‘\
“OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)

5 lJResponse at 2 (September 16, 2008).

ARI™™10PR (b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C) & ’OPR(b)(G)(b)(7)(C)

-SAEREREEREE (BIA 2007) (unpublished).

® Id at 3.
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.. OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)
OPR(DYB)DY)7Y(C)

TOPROGONN(C)_

(

C. BJA Member -

[EOIR(b)(6)/OPR(b)(6)(b)(7)(C)|

Response at 5 (September 16, 2008).

¥ id at 6.

** Attachment One of BIA Member IO
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D s ]

“ 1d at n.

“ Id at 2 (quotations in origina).
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* Id. at 3.

5" Id. at 4 (internal citation omitted; emphasis in original).
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Iv. TANDARD NDU!

A, OPR’s Apalytical Framework

OPR finds professional misconduct when an attorney intentionally violates
or acts in reckless disregard of a known, unambiguous obligation imposed by law,
rule of professional conduct, or Department regulation or policy. In determining
whether an attorney has engaged in professional misconduct, OPR uses the
preponderance of the evidence standard to make factual findings.

An attorney intentionally violates an obligation or standard when the
attorney (1} engages in conduct with the purpose of obtaining a result that the

E‘n_

™ Ii at 4 (internal quotations and citation emitted).

" 4, at 5 quoting REASCEECLLIS

" M. at 6,

T oat7.
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