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Ali Hussain Virani petitions for review of an order of the
Board of Immgration Appeals (BIA) affirmng the immgration
judge’ s decision to deny his application for withhol di ng of renoval
under both the Immgration and Nationality Act (INA) and the
Convention Agai nst Torture (CAT). Virani argues that the BlA erred
in determ ning that he had not established past persecution based
on his political affiliation or that it was nore likely than not
that he would be tortured if he were returned to Pakistan. He

contends that he established his eligibility for wthhol ding of

"Pursuant to 5THCGR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



renoval under both the I NA and t he CAT by adduci ng evi dence t hat he
was arrested because of his political activities and that he was
beat en and deprived of food while incarcerated.

The record evidence in the instant case does not conpel a

conclusion contrary to the BIA's determ nation that Virani was not

entitled to withhol ding of renoval under the I NA.  See Chun v. I NS,
40 F.3d 76, 78-79 (5th G r. 1994). The record evidence also fails
to establish that Virani has a reasonable fear of future
persecution based on his political associations, especi ally because

he is no longer a nenber of the PML.. See Faddoul v. INS, 37 F.3d

185, 188 (5th Gr. 1994).
Virani’s CAT claimis also without nerit, as he has failed to
showthat he will likely be tortured if he is returned to Paki stan.

See Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 907 (5th Gr. 2002). Virani’s

petition for review is DEN ED.



