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M naj Momn, a native and citizen of India, petitions for
review of an order to the Board of |Inmm gration Appeals (BlIA)
affirmng an order of the immgration judge (1J) denying her
application for wthholding of renoval. Mmn has wai ved any
challenge to the BIA s denial of her asylum application as
untinely or her request for relief under the Convention Agai nst

Torture. See Calderon-Ontiveros v. INS, 809 F.2d 1050, 1052 (5th

Gir. 1986).

" Pursuant to 5THOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.
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This court nust defer to the Bl A's decision unl ess

substanti al evidence conpels a contrary conclusion. See I NS v.

El i as- Zacarizs, 502 U. S. 478, 483-84 (1992). \Were, as here, the

Bl A has adopted and affirnmed the IJ’'s decision and al so incl uded
addi tional comments supporting its affirmance, this court has
jurisdiction to review both the BIA's and the |J's deci sions.

See, e.09., Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78 (5th Cr. 1994).

Mom n chal l enges the I J's determ nation that she is not
entitled to w thhol ding of renoval based on her Muslimreligion.
She contends that she established her eligibility for w thhol ding
of renoval under the |INA by adduci ng evidence that there was
frequent violence between H ndus and Muslins in the state of
CGuj arat, where she is from that her brother’s store in Qujarat
was burned down during such violence; that H ndus attack Mislim
wonen; and that a friend of her famly's was attacked by Hi ndus.

The record evidence in the instant case does not conpel a
conclusion contrary to the determnation that Mom n was not

entitled to withhol ding of renpoval under the INA. See Roy v.

Ashcroft, 389 F.3d 132, 138 (5th Cr. 2004). The |IJ found that
Mom n had failed to show governnment conplicity in the ongoing
Hi ndu- Musl i m vi ol ence or a probability that violence would be
directed towards Mom n on account of her religion. The |J
further noted that Momn's famly, both in Gujarat and Bonbay,
had |ived without trouble since the large riots in Gujarat in

February 2002. Mom n does not contest the |J’'s suggestion that
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she could return without fear to Bonbay, if not Gujarat itself.
Mom n offers only conclusory, unsupported assertions that she
Wl be persecuted if she returns to India. Her claimis
unavai ling. See Roy, 389 F.3d at 138.

PETI TI ON DEN ED.



