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Fi t sunber han Mekonen QOgbazghi (Ogbazghi) was born in Asnara,
Eritrea when Asnmara was considered to still be a part of
Et hi opia. (Qgbazghi petitions this court to review the decision
of the Board of Inmm gration Appeals (BIA) denying his application
for asylum w thholding of renpbval, protection under the
Convention Against Torture (CAT), and his alternative request for
vol untary departure. (Ogbazghi argues that the Imm gration Judge

(I'J) did not consider all of his reasons for leaving Eritrea, but

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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rather focused only on his reason to evade mlitary service.
Qgbazghi argues that he established that he suffered past
persecution and has a well-founded fear of future persecution on
account of his political opinion.

This court will uphold the BIA' s factual finding that an
alien is not eligible for asylumif that finding is supported by

substanti al evi dence. Gonez-Mejia v. I.N.S., 56 F.3d 700, 702

(5th Gr. 1995). This court generally reviews only the BIA s
deci sion except to the extent that the BlI A adopted the IJ’'s

decision. Mkhael v. I.N.S., 115 F. 3d 299, 302 (5th Gr. 1997).

Contrary to Qgbazghi’s assertion, the record reflects that
the 1J considered all of Ogbazghi’s reasons for leaving Eritrea
and for fearing persecution if he returned. Furthernore, the
| J's decision denying relief is supported by substantial evidence
and the evidence in the record does not conpel a contrary

concl usi on. See M khael, 115 F.3d at 302.

Qgbazghi does not specifically challenge the 1J's finding
that he is not entitled to relief under the CAT and is ineligible
for voluntary departure. QOgbazghi nakes a concl usory assertion
that he is entitled to such relief without stating the show ng
requi red or the evidence which he contends shows his entitlenent.

Therefore, any issues relating to the denial of relief under the

CAT and voluntary departure are deened wai ved. See Cal deron-

Ontiveros v. I.N.S., 809 F.2d 1050, 1052 (5th Cr. 1986).
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Accordi ngly, Ogbazghi’s petition for review is DEN ED.
Additionally, his notion for stay of renoval is DEN ED as

unnecessary.



