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Benedi ct lyerifama Simnalayi, acitizen of Nigeria, petitions
for review of an order from the Board of Immgration Appeals
(“BIA") affirmng the immgration judge's (“1J”) decision to deny
his applications for asylum wthholding of renoval under the
| mm gration and Nationality Act (“INA”), and w t hhol di ng of renoval

under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”). Simnalayi argues

"Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5 the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THAQR R 47.5. 4.



that the I J nade an i nproper adverse credibility determ nation, the
| J erroneously concluded that his abuse by the Ni gerian police was
not on account of political opinion, and Simnalayi had shown t hat
it was nore likely than not that he would be tortured if returned
to Nigeria.

This court gives great deference to an 1J' s decision
concerning an alien’s credibility. See Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F. 3d
899, 905 (5th Cir. 2002). Simnalayi fails to provide any support
for his challenge tothe IJ's credibility determ nation. See Chun
v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78-79 (5th Cr. 1994). Moreover, the 1J's
finding that Simnalayi was not subjected to persecution, and did
not have a well-founded fear of persecution, on account of his
political opinion (the only basis clained by Simnalayi) is
supported by the record. The IJ’'s findings that Si m nal ayi did not
qualify for asylum and w thhol ding of renpval under the INA are
supported by substantial evidence. See Gonez-Mejiav. INS, 56 F.3d
700, 702 (5th Cr. 1995). Mor eover, Simnalayi’s conclusional
all egations regarding the likelihood that he would be tortured if
returned to Nigeria are insufficient to show that a “reasonabl e
adj udi cat or woul d be conpell ed to conclude” that the I J’' s deni al of
his CAT application was incorrect. 8 U S. C. 8§ 1252(b)(4)(B); see
also Efe, 293 F.3d at 907-08.

Accordingly, the petition for reviewis

DENI ED.



