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PER CURI AM

Cruz Andres Ventura-Oellana, a native and citizen of E
Sal vador, seeks review a final order of the Board of Inmgration
Appeal s (Board) denying his clains for political asylum 8 U S. C A
§ 1158 (West 1999), and w thholding of deportation, 8 U S. C
§ 1253(h) (1994).' We find that the Board' s decision is supported

by substantial evidence. See INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U S. 478,

481 (1992); 8 U.S.C. § 1105a(a)(4) (1994).2 Accordingly, we deny
Ventura-Orellana’s petition for review and affirm the Board s
order. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

PETI TI ON DENI ED

! Section 307(a) of the Illegal Inmgration Reform | nm grant
Responsibility Act of 1996 (I1 RIRA), Pub. L. No. 104-208, 110 Stat.
3009 repealed 8 U.S.C. § 1253(h). However, because this case was
intransition at the tinme the Il RIRA was passed, 8§ 1253(h) is still
applicabl e under the terns of the IIRIRA's transitional rules.

2 Section 306(b) of the IIRIRA repealed 8 US.C
8§ 1105a(a)(4), replacing it with 8 U S. C A 8 1252(b)(4) (West
1999). Again, because Ventura-Orellana’s case was intransition at
the tine of the effective date of the IIRIRA the transitiona
rules provide for judicial reviewunder 8§ 1105a(a)(4) as it existed
before enactnent of the IIRIRA. See IIRIRA § 309(c)(4).



