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A guine Bertineau (“Bertineau”) and her daughter, Marie
M chell e Bertineau, ™ both natives and citizens of Haiti, petition
this court to review the decision of the Board of Immgration
Appeals (BIA) denying Bertineau's application for asylum
wi t hhol ding of renoval, and relief under the Convention Against
Torture. Bertineau challenges the BIA's determ nation that her

application for asylumwas untinely under 8 U S. C

" Pursuant to 5THQOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.

" Marie Mchelle Bertineau's claimfor inmgration relief
is derivative of her nother’s eligibility for relief
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8§ 1158(a)(2). W lack jurisdiction to review the BIA's
determ nation that Bertineau' s asylum application was not tinely.
8 U.S.C. § 1158(a)(3).

Wth regard to Bertineau's argunent that the BIA erred in
denying her application for wthholding of renoval, we concl ude
that substantial evidence supports the BIA's determ nation that
Bertineau did not neet her burden of establishing either past
persecution or a |likelihood of future persecution. See Efe

v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 906 (5th Gr. 2002); 8 CFR

8§ 208. 16(b).
Bertineau’ s appel |l ate brief does not address the Bl A s deni al
of relief under the Convention Against Torture. Accordingly, she

has wai ved the issue. See Rodriquez v. INS, 9 F.3d 408, 414 n. 15

(5th Gir. 1993).

The petition for review is DEN ED.



