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Al'lauddin Sultan Fattu, a native and citizen of Pakistan,
petitions for review of the order of the Board of Inmm gration
Appeal s (“BlIA”) adopting and affirmng, and dism ssing Fattu’s
appeal of, the immgration judge's (“1J”) decision denying his
application for wthholding of renoval, filed pursuant to 8
U.S.C. § 1231(b)(3).

Because the Bl A adopted the 1J’'s decision, the 1J s decision

is the final agency determ nation for judicial review

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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See M khael v. INS, 115 F.3d 299, 302 (5th Gr. 1997). W wll

uphold the finding that an alien is not eligible for w thhol ding
of renoval if that finding is supported by substantial evidence.

See Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78 (5th Cr. 1994). The substantia

evi dence standard requires that the 1J' s decision be based on the
record evidence and that the decision be substantially

reasonable. Carbajal-Gonzalez v. INS, 78 F.3d 194, 197 (5th Gr.

1996). Under this standard, the IJ’'s determnation will be
affirmed unl ess the “evidence conpels a contrary conclusion.”
Id.

At his hearing before the 1J, Fattu asserted that several
years after he |eft Pakistan, political opponents of his father
threw stones at the famly hone and busi ness several tines,
forcing his parents to | eave the country as well. The |J
determ ned that these alleged actions were a “far cry” from
“persecution.” After reviewng the record and the briefs, we
conclude that the 1J's decision is supported by substanti al
evi dence and that the record evidence does not conpel a contrary

concl usi on. See Carbaj al - Gonzal ez, 78 F.3d at 197. Fattu’s

all egations do not even rise to the | evel of other types of
m streatnment that we have held not to qualify as persecution.

See, e.q., Abdel-Masieh v. INS, 73 F.3d 579, 584 (5th Gr. 1996);

Ozdemir v. INS 46 F.3d 6, 7 (5th Gr. 1994).

The petition for review is DEN ED.



