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Teresa Sanchez petitions for review of an order of the Board
of Immgration Appeals (BIA) affirmng the Immgration Judge’s
decision to deny her application for asylum and w thhol di ng of
renmoval under the Inm gration and Nationality Act. She argues that
the BIAerred in determ ning that she was not persecuted based upon
her being in a particul ar social group.

This court wll wuphold the findings that an alien is not

"Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5 the Court has determned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THAQR R 47.5. 4.



eligible for asylumor withholding if those findings are supported
by substantial evidence. Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78 (5th Cr.
1994) . Under this standard, the BIA' s determnation wll be
affirmed unless the “evidence conpels a contrary conclusion.”
Car baj al -CGonzalez v. INS, 78 F.3d 194, 197 (5th Cr. 1996).

The Imm gration Judge determ ned that Sanchez had not shown
that the persecution by nenbers of the M19 terrorist group was
based on her nmenbership in the Liberal Party of Colonbia. Thereis
no evi dence that M 19 knew or believed that Sanchez was a nenber of
the Liberal Party. The evidence established that the M 19 group
t hr eat ened Sanchez, not due to her nenbership in the Liberal Party,
but due to her refusal to conply with their demand that she grant
work release to certain prisoners who were nenbers of the M19
group. Sanchez has not shown that the evidence conpels a contrary
conclusion. See id.

Sanchez al so argues that she and her son were persecuted as a
famly by the M 19 group. The evidence presented to the Bl A does
not conpel the concl usion that Sanchez was persecuted on account of
her famly relationship. See id.

Sanchez further argues that she was persecuted by the M 19
group based on her nenbership in the group of “fornmer Col onbi an
governnent officials who have refused to conply wth denmands nade
by i nsurgents.” The evidence presented to the Bl A established that

she was persecut ed based on her refusal to conply with the demands



of the M19 group, and not based on her status as a forner
governnent official. She has not shown that the evidence conpels
a contrary conclusion. See id.

The Immgration Judge also determ ned that Sanchez had not
shown that she was entitled to asylum based on the extortion or
attenpt to recruit her son by the Revolutionary Arnmed Forces of
Col onbi a (FARC), a Col onbi an guerilla group. There is no evidence
FARC was aware Sanchez’s, or her son’s, political opinion or was
nmotivated by any protected ground respecting Sanchez or her son.
Nei t her extortion nor forced recruitnent constitutes persecution
based on the victims political beliefs or nenbership in a
particul ar social group. See INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U S. 478,
482-83 (1992) (forced recruitnent is not persecution based on
victims political beliefs).

Because Sanchez has not shown a well-founded fear of
persecution on account of any ground protected by the INA as
requi red for asylum she also has not shown a clear probability of
persecution as required by the nore stringent standard for
wi t hhol di ng of deportation. See Faddoul v. INS, 37 F.3d 185, 188
(5th Gir. 1994).

PETI TI ON DEN ED.



