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Pedro Rol ando Chay Zapeta (“Chay”), a native of the E
Qui che province of Guatenala, petitions for review of the order
of the Board of Inmmgration Appeals (“BlIA’) dismssing, wthout
opi nion, his appeal of the immgration judge's (“1J”) decision
denying his application for asylum and w thhol di ng of renoval and
rejecting his application for relief under the Convention Agai nst

Torture (“CAT").

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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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)(iii). 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.

Chay asserted in his application and in hearing testinony
that, in or about 1988, his parents fled Guatemala for United
States, |eaving Chay, who was then only 14 or 15 years old, to
care for his seven younger siblings. Chay nmaintained that, in
1986, one of his uncles, an interpreter for the Guatenal an arny,
had been murdered by Guatermal an National Revolutionary Unity
(“URNG’) guerillas, and that the guerillas had then threatened
Chay’s father with death. After the children’'s parents left the
country, the guerillas threatened themw th death as well, and
confronted Chay in the street wwth threats. Chay fled to the
United States in 1992.

The 1J determ ned that Chay had not established past

persecution or a well-founded fear of future persecution, because
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he had failed to save docunentary evidence of the threats,
because no nenber of his immediate fam |y had been harnmed in
al nost two decades since the threats began, and because the
Guat emal an governnent and the URNG guerillas had reached a peace
accord in 1996.

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 - Gonzal ez, 78 F.3d at 197. The threats, standing al one,

were insufficient to establish persecution. See, e.q., Ahned v.

Ashcroft, 348 F.3d 611, 616 (7th Cr. 2003); Fesseha v. Ashcroft,

333 F.3d 13, 18 (1st Cr. 2003); Limv. INS, 224 F.3d 929, 936

(9th Gr. 2000). The evidence submtted was also insufficient to

support the granting of relief under the CAT. See Efe v.

Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 906, 907 (5th GCr. 2002). By failing to
brief any argunent concerning the denial of wthholding of
renoval , Chay has abandoned any claimregarding that denial. See

Cal deron-Ontiveros v. INS, 809 F.2d 1050, 1052 (5th Cr. 1986).

The petition for review is DEN ED.



