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Munt azul , Yasm n, Jurrat, and Ruthba Hasan (petitioners), are
nati ves of Bangl adesh. They have filed a petition for review of
the decision of the Board of Immgration Appeals (BIA) affirmng
the Immgration Judge’s (1J) denial of their petitions for asylum
wi t hhol ding of renoval, and relief under the Convention Agai nst

Torture.

Pursuant to 5THGOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



Petitioners’ argunent that the BIA's affirmance of the [J's
deci sion deprived themof their right to a neani ngful agency appeal

is wthout nerit. See 8 CF.R 8 3.1(a)(7) (2002); Soadjede v.

Ashcroft, 324 F.3d 830, 831 (5th Gr. 2003).

The 1J's determnation that the petitioners failed to show
that Muntazul suffered past persecution, as well as the fact that
condi ti ons i n Bangl adesh have changed such that they no | onger have
a well founded fear persecution, is supported by substanti al

evidence. See Lopez De Jesus v. INS, 312 F.3d 155, 161 (5th Cr

2002); Ontunez-Tursios v. Ashcroft, 303 F.3d 341, 350-51 (5th Cr

2002); Rojas v. INS, 937 F.2d 186, 190 n.1 (5th Gr. 1991); 8

CF.R 8 208.13(b)(1) (1997). Neither have the petitioners shown
that the 1J erred in denying their requests for wthholding of
renmoval or for relief under the Convention Against Torture. See

Faddoul v. INS, 37 F.3d 185, 188 (5th Gr. 1994); Efe v. Ashcroft,

293 F. 3d 899, 907 (5th Gr. 2002). The petition for review of the

BIA affirmance of the 1J's decision is DEN ED



