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Summary Cal endar

Bl Bl FAZEELA ALLI,

Petiti oner,

VERSUS

JOHN D. ASHCROFT, U.S. Attorney General,

Respondent .
Petition to Review a Decision of
the Board of Inmgration Appeals
(A78-566-404)
May 3, 2002
Bef ore DeMOSS, PARKER, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Bi bi Fazeela Alli petitions for review of an order of the

Board of Immgration Appeals (“BlIA’) dismssing her appeal of the
imm gration judge's order denying her application for asylum and

wi t hhol di ng deportation. She argues that sheis entitled to asyl um

"Pursuant to 5TH CR 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opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under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 5THGQR R 47.5. 4.
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and a w thholding of her deportation because she was persecuted
while living in Guyana and because she has a wel | -founded fear that
she will be persecuted if she returns. W have jurisdiction to
consider her petition for review under the Illegal Inmgration
Reform and Immgrant Responsibility Act of 1996 (“IIRIRA"), 8
U.S.C. § 1252 (1999).

The I RIRA instructs that we “shall decide the petition only
on the adm nistrative record on which the order of renoval was
based.” 8 U S.C. 8§ 1252(b)(4)(A). “[T]he adm nistrative findings
of fact are conclusive unless any reasonabl e adjudi cator woul d be
conpelled to conclude to the contrary.” 8 U S. C. 8§ 1252(b)(4)(B)
Finally, “a decision that an alienis not eligible for adm ssion to
the United States is conclusive unless manifestly contrary to |l aw.”
8 U.S.C. § 1252(b)(4) (0.

Having carefully reviewed the admnistrative record and the
parties’ briefs, we conclude that the evidence in this case would
not conpel a reasonable adjudicator to find that Alli was entitled
to asylumstatus. Since “[t]he | evel of proof required to satisfy
the requirenents for w thholding of deportation is nore stringent

than for asylum purposes,” Mkhael v. I.NS., 115 F. 3d 299, 306

(5th CGr. 1997) (citations omtted), Alli has failed to prove that
she is entitled to a withholding of deportation. W accordingly

AFFIRM the BIA's decision to deny Ayel e’ s appeal.



