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The petitioners, Fernando Cruz (Cruz), his wfe, Magda
Sanchez, and their two mnor children, N colas Cruz and Santi ago
Cruz are citizens of Colunbia. They petition this court to review
the decision of the Board of Inmgration Appeals (BIA) denying
Cruz’s application for asylum w thholding of renoval, and relief
under the Convention Against Torture.

Cruz argues that the Immgration Judge (1J) and the Bl A erred

in denying his request for asylum According to Cruz, the Fuerzas

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Ar madas Revol uci oari os de Columbia (the “F.ARC?"), a
revolutionary group with a violent presence throughout Col unbi a,
oppose Cruz’'s political activity and community service as a nenber
of the Liberal Party because he holds ideals contrary to theirs.
Cruz contends that threats by tel ephone and an incident in which
armed nen wearing F. AR C. arnbands were searching for himat a
job site constitute past persecution. W reviewlegal conclusions

de novo and findings of fact for substantial evidence. Lopez-&nez

V. Ashcroft, 263 F.3d 442, 444 (5th Cr. 2001). W will not

reverse a Bl A decision unless the evidence is so conpel l'i ng that

no reasonable fact-finder could conclude against it. Moin v.
Ashcroft, 335 F.3d 415, 419 (5th Gr. 2003).

To establish eligibility for asylum an alien nust denonstrate
that he was persecuted or that he has a well-founded fear of

persecution on account of “race, religion, nationality, nmenbership

in a particular social group, or political opinion.” Lopez-&nez,

263 F. 3d at 444-45. Persecutionis the “infliction of suffering or

harm under governnent sanction.” Abdel-Masieh v. INS, 73 F.3d

579, 583 (5th Cr. 1996). “[P]ersecution requires nore than a few
isolated incidents of verbal har assnent or intimdation,
unacconpani ed by any physical punishnment, infliction of harm or

significant deprivation of liberty.” Eduard v. Ashcroft, 379 F.3d

182, 187 n.4 (5th Gr. 2004) (quotation omtted). A fear is

considered well -founded i f the alien can establish, to a reasonabl e
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degree, that his return to his country would be intolerable.

M khael v. INS, 115 F.3d 299, 305 (5th Gr. 1997).

The 1J concluded that Cruz did not establish past persecution
or a well-founded fear of persecution based on any of the
statutorily-enunerated grounds. After review ng the record and t he
briefs, we conclude that the IJ’'s decision as adopted by the BIAis
supported by substantial evidence and that the record does not
conpel a contrary conclusion. See Min, 335 F.3d at 419; Lopez-
Gonez, 263 F.3d at 444-45.

The standard for w thhol ding of renoval is nore stringent than
the standard for granting asylum M khael, 115 F. 3d at 306. Cruz
must denonstrate that a clear probability exists that he wll be
persecuted if he is renoved. 1d. Cruz did not nmake the required
show ng for asylum thus, he is not eligible for wthhol di ng of
renoval. 1d. at 306 & n. 10.

Finally, Cruz has not shown that it is nore likely than not
that he woul d be tortured by anybody acting in an official capacity
upon return to Colunbia. See 8 CF.R 8§ 208.18(a)(1). Thus, heis
not entitled to relief under the Convention Against Torture. 8
C.F.R § 208. 18.

The petition for review is DEN ED.



