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Fredy Omar Javier Chanorro, his wife Imara, and two of his
m nor daughters, who are natives and citizens of Ni caragua,
petition for review of the order of the Board of Immgration
Appeal s (“BlIA”) dism ssing, wthout opinion, their appeal of the

immgration judge's (“1J”) decision denying their application for

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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asyl um and wi t hhol di ng of renpval and rejecting his application
for relief under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT").

Because the BI A sunmarily affirmed w thout opinion the 1J's
decision, the IJ's decision is the final agency determ nation for

judicial review See Mdiin v. Ashcroft, 335 F.3d 415, 418 (5th

Cr. 2003); 8 CF.R 8 1003.1(a)(7)(itii). We will uphold the
finding that an alien is not eligible for asylumif that finding

i's supported by substantial evidence. Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76,

78 (5th Gr. 1994). The substantial evidence standard requires
that the 1J's decision be based on the record evidence and that

the decision be substantially reasonable. Carbajal-Gnzalez v.

INS, 78 F.3d 194, 197 (5th Cr. 1996). Under this standard, the
|J's determnation will be affirnmed unless the “evidence conpel s
a contrary conclusion.” |d.

Chanorro asserted in his application and in hearing
testinony that since 1994 he and his famly had been threatened,
both with death and other harm by Sandinista party officials.
Starting in 1980 when he was 16 years old, Fredy Chanorro worked
for the Sandinista party in various capacities until 1994. In
1994, certain Sandinista officials allegedly began threatening to
kill or harm Fredy unless he lent his expertise in videotaping
and other skills to help the party with various political
intrigues. Aside fromthese threats, Fredy has not alleged that
any harm has been done to himor his famly. The IJ determ ned

that Chanorro had established neither *“past persecution” nor a
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“wel | -founded fear of future persecution,” because the threats,
standi ng al one, did not anobunt to persecution. See 8 U S. C
§ 1101(a)(42).

After reviewing the record and the briefs, we concl ude that
the 1J's decision is supported by substantial evidence and that

the record evidence does not conpel a contrary conclusion. See

Carbaj al - Gonzalez, 78 F.3d at 197. The unfulfilled threats by

thensel ves were insufficient to establish persecution. See,

e.q., Ahned v. Ashcroft, 348 F.3d 611, 616 (7th Gr. 2003);

Fesseha v. Ashcroft, 333 F.3d 13, 18 (1st Cir. 2003); Limv. INS

224 F.3d 929, 936 (9th GCr. 2000). The evidence submtted was

al so insufficient to support the granting of relief under the

CAT. See Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 906-907 (5th Cr. 2002).
By failing to brief any argunment concerning the denial of
wi t hhol di ng of renoval, Chanorro has abandoned any cl ai m

regarding that denial. See Calderon-Ontiveros v. INS, 809 F.2d

1050, 1052 (5th G r. 1986).

The petition for review is DEN ED.



