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| ban Paranero-Torres has filed a petition for review of the
Board of Immgration Appeals’ (“BIA’) order, denying him
wi t hhol di ng of renoval and relief under the Convention Agai nst
Torture (“CAT”). Because the BIA did not adopt the inmgration
judge’s decision, but issued its own decision, this court reviews

t he deci sion of the BIA. See Grma v. INS, 283 F.3d 664, 666

(5th Gr. 2002). Accordingly, Paranero’s argunents that the

immgration judge erred in its adverse credibility determ nation

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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and erred in failing to address his entitlenent to relief under
the CAT are not subject to review by this court. |d.

Par amero argues that he was eligible for w thhol ding of
renoval because he denonstrated that he was persecuted and fears
persecution by guerillas in Colunbia on account of his religious
beliefs and practices. To be eligible for w thhol ding of renoval
under the Immgration and Nationality Act, an alien nust
denonstrate a clear probability of persecution upon return. Roy

v. Ashcroft, 389 F.3d 132, 138 (5th Cr. 2004). The BIA s

decision that Paranero had failed to denonstrate clear
probability of persecution is supported by substantial evidence.

Zanora-Mrel v. INS, 905 F.2d 833, 838 (5th Gr. 1990). The

petition for review is DEN ED.



