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FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T
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Board of I mm gration Appeals
(BIA No. A73 568 360)

 August 23, 1999
Before POLI TZ, H G3d NBOTHAM and WENER, G rcuit Judges:
PER CURI AM *

Petitioner Meena Sorbnam a citizen of Bangl adesh, petitions
for review of an order of the Board of Imm gration Appeals (“BIA")
di sm ssing her appeal from an |Inmm gration Judge’ s denial of her
application for asylum Sorbnam contends that she is entitled to
asyl um because (1) she was persecuted for her political opinions
while living in Bangladesh, and (2) she has a well-founded fear

that she will be persecuted if she returns there. In particular,

Sorbnam asserts that the BI A did not give neani ngful consideration

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



to all the evidence show ng that her fear of future persecutionis
wel | - f ounded.

The Attorney CGeneral has the discretion to grant asylumto a
“refugee,” or a person who is outside of his or her country and is
unable or unwilling to return “because of persecution or a well -
founded fear of persecution on account of race, religion,
nationality, menbership in a particular social group, or political

opinion . . . .” 8 US C 8§ 1101(a)(42)(A); Jukic v. INS, 40 F.3d

747, 749 (5th Cr. 1994). We will uphold a factual finding by the
BIAthat an alien is not eligible for asylumif it is supported by

substantial evidence. Gonez-Mejia v. INS, 56 F.3d 700, 702 (5th

Cir. 1995).

Al t hough Sorbnam recei ved nunerous telephone threats while
living in Bangladesh, the record does not establish that the
threats were related to her political opinions. Further, even
t hough Sor bnam was arrested and detained for a few hours by police
after she participated in a political rally, she suffered no
physi cal abuse; rather, the police nerely threatened to harm her
the next tine she participated in such arally. Accordingly, there
is substantial evidence supporting the BIA s determ nation that
Sorbnam did not suffer persecution in Bangl adesh because of her

political opinions. See Abdel-Msieh v. INS, 73 F.3d 579, 583-84

(5th Gr. 1996).
We generally review the Bl A's decision procedurally as well
as substantively to ensure that the conplaining alien has received

full and fair consideration of all circunstances that give rise to



his clainms. 1d. at 585. In the present case, the findings and
conclusions of the Immgration Judge were not adopted by the BIA,
and its own findings are quite |imted. Thus, in considering
Sorbnamis claimto a well-founded fear of persecution, the BIA
specifically addressed only Sorbnam s testinonial evidence; it has
provided no indication that it considered the substantia
docunent ary evi dence regardi ng conditions i n Bangl adesh. The BIA' s
decision therefore fails to refl ect nmeani ngful consideration of al
the rel evant and substanti al evi dence supporting Sorbnan s fear of
future persecution claim See id. at 584-85. Consequently, we
grant Sorbnamis petition for review, vacate the order of the BIA,
and remand her case for further proceedings consistent with this
opinion. In so doing, however, we do not inply the result that the
Bl A shoul d reach on remand, one way or the other.

PETI TI ON GRANTED; ORDER VACATED; CASE REMANDED.



