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Vi ctor Leonel Cortez-Orozco, a native of Colonbia, petitions
for review of an order issued by the Board of |Inm gration Appeal s
(“BIA"). The BIA s order affirnmed the decision of the
| mm gration Judge (“1J”) that denied Cortez-Orozco’s applications
for asylum and w t hhol di ng of renoval.

Cortez-Orozco asserts that the IJ erred by deciding that he
did not suffer persecution and that he did not establish a

wel | - founded fear of persecution if he is renoved to Col onbi a.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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We construe the Respondent’s notion for sunmary affirmance as its
brief.

We review | egal conclusions de novo and findings for

substanti al evi dence. Lopez- Gonez v. Ashcroft, 263 F.3d 442, 444

(5th Gr. 2001). We will not reverse a Bl A decision unless the
evidence is “‘so conpelling that no reasonable fact-finder could

conclude against it.”” Min v. Ashcroft, 335 F.3d 415, 419 (5th

Cr. 2003).
The 1J found that the testinony produced at the hearing was
not credible. W give great deference to such credibility

determ nations. Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 905 (5th G

2002). Cortez-Orozco does not challenge the 1J's credibility
determ nation

The 1J found that Cortez-Orozco did not provide credible
evidence of the threats that he allegedly received. Cortez-
Orozco does not challenge this finding. Cortez-Orozco does not
chall enge the 1J's denial of relief under the Convention Agai nst
Torture.

The failure to provide in an appellate brief an argunent as
well as citations to authorities and the record on an issue
constitutes abandonnent of the issue; Cortez-Orozco has abandoned
any challenge related to the above-nentioned i ssues and fi ndi ngs.

See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993).

The 1J’'s findings that Cortez-Orozco was not subjected to

persecution and that he did not establish a well-founded fear of
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persecution if he is renoved to Col onbia are supported by the

record. See Ontunez-Tursios v. Ashcroft, 303 F.3d 341, 351 (5th

Cir. 2002); Adebisi v. INS, 952 F.2d 910, 912 (5th Gr. 1992).

Cortez-Orozco did not provide any facts, citations to the record,
and citations to authorities in support of his assertions that he
has suffered and will suffer persecution in Colonbia. Cortez-
Orozco’'s conclusional allegations are insufficient to warrant a
reversal of the BIA s decision. Min, 335 F.3d at 419.

We consider Cortez-Orozco's asylumclaimalso as a request

for withholding of deportation. (Castillo-Rodriguez v. INS, 929

F.2d 181, 185 (5th Gr. 1991). Because Cortez-(O ozco does not
nmeet the standard for asylum he does not neet the standard for
wi t hhol di ng of deportation. Efe, 293 F.3d at 906. Accordingly,
the petition for review is DEN ED.

The Respondent’s notion for summary affirnmance or in the
alternative for an extension of tine to file a response brief is
DENI ED

PETI TI ON FOR REVI EW DENI ED; MOTI ON DEN ED.



