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Ant oi ne Ngendahayo Ahorukoneye petitions for review of an
order of the Board of Immgration Appeals (BIA) affirmng the
immgration judge's (1J s) decision to deny his application for
asylum and w thholding of renoval under the Immgration and
Nationality Act (INA) as well as the Convention Against Torture
(CAT). Ahorukoneye argues that the BIA erred in determ ning that
he had not established entitlenment to asylum and w thhol di ng of
renoval under both the INA and the CAT based on both his own

testi nony and docunentary evidence submtted to the |J.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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This court wll uphold the factual findings that an alien is
not eligible for asylumor w thhol ding of renoval if those findings

are supported by substantial evidence. Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76

78-79 (5th Gr. 1994). The substantial evidence standard requires
that the decision be based on the evidence presented and that the

deci si on be substantially reasonable. Carbajal-Gonzalez v. INS, 78

F.3d 194, 197 (5th Cr. 1996). The BIA s decision is supported by
substanti al evidence, and the record does not conpel a contrary
conclusion as to either Ahorukoneye’'s INA clains or his CAT claim

See id. Accordingly, Ahorukoneye's petition for reviewis DEN ED



