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PER CURI AM

Theodr os Bef ekadu, a native and citizen of Ethiopia, petitions
for review of an order of the Board of Inm gration Appeal s (Board)
denying his application for asyl umand w thhol di ng of deportation.
Bef ekadu contends he qualified for relief because of past perse-
cution in the formof a six-nonth detention by Ethiopia s transi-
tional governnment following the overthrow of Mengistu' s bruta
Mar xi st reginme. Wile we do not condone Befekadu s detention, we
find that substantial evidence supports the Board’ s concl usi on t hat
it does not qualify as persecution within the nmeaning of the
| mmigration and Nationality Act. 8 U. S.C. § 1105a(a)(4) (1994);"

8 US.CA § 1101(a)(42)(A) (West 1999); Fatin v. INS, 12 F.3d

1233, 1240, 1243 (3d Gr. 1993); MA v. INS 899 F. 2d 304, 307

(4th Cr. 1990) (en banc).

We accordingly affirm the Board' s order. We dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

W note that 8 U S.C. 8§ 1105a(a)(4) was repealed by the
Il egal I nmmigration Reformand I mm grant Responsibility Act of 1996
(I'N'RIRA) effective April 1, 1997. Because this case was in transi-
tion at the time the I RIRA was passed, 8 U.S.C. § 1105a(a)(4) is
still applicable here under the terns of the transitional rules
contained in 8§ 309(c) of the Il R RA



