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PER CURI AM

Brouktawit Tadesse, a native and citizen of Ethiopia, peti-
tions for review of an order of the Board of Inmmgration Appeals
(Board) adopting the decision of the Immgration Judge (1J) and
denyi ng her application for asylumand w t hhol di ng of deportation.
W have reviewed the adm nistrative record and find that substan-
tial evidence supports the Board's and 1J's conclusion Tadesse
failed to show that she suffered persecution or establish a well-
founded fear of persecution necessary to qualify for relief from
deportation. 8 US CA 8§ 1105a(a)(4) (1994);" 8 CF.R §
208.13(b)(2) (i) (2001); Fatin v. INS, 12 F.3d 1233, 1240, 1243 (3d

Cir. 1993); Huaman-Cornelio v. Board of Imm gration Appeals, 979

F.2d 995, 999 (4th Gr. 1992); MA v. INS 899 F.2d 304, 307, 313

& n.6 (4th Cr. 1990) (en banc).

Accordingly, we affirmthe Board's order. W 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. A § 1105a(a)(4) was repeal ed by the
II'legal I nmigration 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



