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PER CURI AM *

Adekunl e Abolaji Kazeem (Kazeen), a citizen of N geria,
petitions this court for review of the order of the Board of
| mm gration Appeals (BIA) adopting and affirmng the immgration
judge’s decision denying his application for wthholding of
renmoval , protection under the Convention Agai nst Torture (CAT), and
his request for voluntary departure. Kazeem contends that he
provided sufficient evidence to sustain his burden of proof

regarding his application for w thhol ding of renoval.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Thi s court reviews “the BIA' s factual concl usion that an alien
is not eligible for withholding of [renbval] only to determ ne

whet her it is supported by substantial evidence.” Zanora-Mrel v.

|.N.S., 905 F.2d 833, 838 (5th Gr. 1990). The substanti al
evi dence standard requires that the decision be affirmed unl ess

“t he evidence conpels a contrary conclusion.” Carbajal-Gonzal ez v.

|.N.S., 78 F.3d 194, 197 (5th Cr. 1996); see also|l.N. S. v. Elias-

Zacarias, 502 U S. 478, 483-84 (1992).

Kazeem fails to show that substantial evidence supports the
concl usion that he has suffered past persecution or will nore than
likely suffer persecution if he is returned to N geria. See 8

C.F.R 8§ 208.16(b); Majd v. Gonzales, 446 F.3d 590, 594 (5th Gr.

2006). Kazeemhas abandoned the i ssues regarding the denial of his
applications for asylum voluntary departure, and relief under the
CAT by failing to brief the issues in his petition for review. See

Cal deron-Ontiveros v. INS, 809 F.2d 1050, 1052 (5th G r. 1986).

Accordi ngly, Kazeenis petition for review is DEN ED.



