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El gar David Fl ores-Linares (Flores) petitions for reviewof an
order of the Board of Immgration Appeals (BIA) affirmng the
deci sion of the inmmgration judge (1J) to deny his applications for
asylum w thholding of renoval, and relief under the Convention
Agai nst Torture (CAT). Flores was snuggled fromQuatenmala into the
United States and then was kidnaped by his snugglers. He
cooperated with | aw enforcenent authorities after he was ki dnaped

by providing testinony agai nst the snuggl ers.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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The 1J determ ned that Flores had not established that he had
a well-founded fear of persecution on account of his race,
religion, nationality, nmenbership in any particul ar social group,
or his political opinion. The |IJ also determ ned that Flores had
not established that the snugglers he testified agai nst posed
a nationwde threat. The |IJ found that it would be reasonable for
Flores to relocate wwthin Guatemala. The BIA affirned the result
of the IJ's decision without opinion, thereby making the [1J's
decision the final agency determ nation. See 8 CF.R §
1003. 1(e) (4).

Fl ores contends that the IJ erred in his finding that he could
avoid future persecution by relocating to another part of
Guatemala. Flores notes that Guatenmala is a snmall country, and he
argues that it would not be reasonable to expect himto relocate
because he is only 17 years of age. He contends that his only
famly nmenbers live in Guatemala City.

Fl ores did not show past persecution and did not denonstrate
that the national governnment was the persecutor. |t was therefore
his burden to show that the persecution was not geographically
limted in such a way that relocation within his country of origin

woul d be unreasonabl e. See Lopez-Gnez v. Ashcroft, 263 F. 3d 442,

444 (5th Cr. 2001).
The record evidence in this case indicates that Flores
testified agai nst a group of snugglers who were based in Mexico or

inthe United States, rather than in Guatermal a. Flores has pointed
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to no evidence indicating that this group poses a nati onw de threat
in Quatenal a. The record also reflects that, aside from his
imediate famly, Flores has <close relatives in GCuatenala,
i ncl udi ng aunts and uncl es.

In view of the above, the 1J's determ nations regarding
Flores’s ability to safely relocate within Guatenmal a are supported
by substantial evidence, and Flores has failed to neet his burden
to show that the evidence conpels a conclusion contrary to that
reached by the IJ. Accordingly, we will not disturb the denial of

asylum See Zhao v. Gonzales, 404 F.3d 295, 306 (5th G r. 2005);

M khael v. INS, 115 F.3d 299, 304-06 (5th G r. 1997). W do not

reach Flores’s argunent that, as a nenber of the group of snuggl ed
Guat emal ans who have provi ded testinony agai nst their snuggl ers, he
is subject to persecution on account of his nenbership in a
particul ar social group.

Flores has waived any issue concerning his claim for
w t hhol di ng of renpval and his claimfor relief under the CAT by

failing to brief them See Rodriguez v. INS, 9 F.3d 408, 414 n. 15

(5th Gir. 1993).

Flores’s petition for review is DEN ED.



