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Taul ant Papaj petitions for review of an order of the Board of
Imm gration Appeals (BIA) affirmng the immgration judge' s
decision to deny his application for asylum wthholding of
renmoval, and relief under the Convention Against Torture (CAT).
Papaj argues that he established that he woul d face persecution if
he returned to Al bania because of a blood feud against the Papaj
famly instigated by the Mulia famly. The record does not conpel
a conclusion contrary to the BIA's determ nation that Papaj had not

established that he suffered past persecution, or that he has a

"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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



wel | - founded fear of future persecution, on

account of his nenbership in a social group. See Carbajal -Gnzal ez

V. INS, 78 F.3d 194, 197 (5th Gr. 1996). There is no evidence in

the record showi ng that the governnent sanctioned any persecution

agai nst the Papaj famly or Papaj personally. See Mkhael v. INS,

115 F. 3d 299, 302 n.2 (5th Gr. 1997). The BIA s determ nation
that Papaj is not entitled to asylumis supported by substanti al

evi dence and will not be disturbed. See Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76,

78 (5th Cr. 1994). As Papaj cannot satisfy the standard for
asyl um he cannot neet the nore demandi ng standard for w thhol di ng

of renoval. See M khael, 115 F.3d at 306.

Papaj’s CAT claimis |ikew se unavailing, as he has failed to
show that he will likely be tortured under governnent acqui escence
if heis returned to Albania. See 8 CF. R § 208.18(a)(1); Efe v.
Ashcroft, 293 F. 3d 899, 907 (5th Cr. 2002). Papaj’'s petition for

review i s DEN ED.



