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Frank Herbert Gonzal ez petitions for review of an order by
the Board of Inm gration Appeals (BIA), which denied his
application for asylum wthhol ding of renoval under the
Il mm gration and Nationality Act (INA), and relief under the
Convention Against Torture. Gonzalez argues that he has
denonstrated past persecution and a well-founded fear of future

persecution based on his real or inputed political opinion.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Therefore, he contends that the BIA erred by determ ning that he
was ineligible for asylum

This court will uphold the BIA s finding that an alien is
not eligible for asylumif that finding is supported by

substantial evidence. Grma v. INS, 283 F.3d 664, 666 (5th Gr

2002). Under this standard, the BIA's determnation will be
affirmed “unl ess the evidence conpels a contrary conclusion.”

Carbajal -Gonzalez v. INS, 78 F.3d 194, 197 (5th Cr. 1996).

The Bl A determ ned that Gonzal ez had not shown that threats
from nenbers of the Revolutionary Arnmed Forces of Col onbi a
(FARC), a Col onbi an guerilla group, were based on Gonzal ez’ s
actual or inputed political opinion. Although Gonzal ez asserts
t hat FARC persecuted himdue to his political opinion, he did not
testify that the FARC nenbers who threatened himin 1979, 1998,
1999, or 2000 knew that he was a nenber of the Liberal Party.
Furt hernore, he acknow edged that FARC threatened himin 2000
because he reported its plan to steal gas canisters and use them
as bonbs. Gonzal ez has not shown that the evidence conpels a

conclusion contrary to that of the BIA See Carbajal - Gonzal ez,

78 F.3d at 197.
Gonzal ez has not briefed the BIA s denial of his requests
for wthholding of renoval or for relief under the CAT.

Therefore, he has wai ved t hese cl ai ns. See Rodriquez v. INS, 9

F.3d 408, 414 n.15 (5th Cr. 1993).

Accordi ngly, Gonzalez's petition for review is DEN ED.



