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Petitioner Sunil Prakash seeksjudicial review of aBoard of Immigration
Appeals (“BIA™) denia of hisapplication for asylum. “To reverse[a] BIA

finding [areviewing court] must find that the evidence not only supports that
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conclusion, but compelsit....” INSv. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U.S. 478, 481 n.1

(1992). Applying the standard from Elias-Zacarias, we are not compelled to find

that the petitioner suffered past persecution or that he reasonably fears future
persecution. The immigration judge’ s decision and the record demonstrate that the
judge reviewed all the evidence and used the correct legal standard. Substantial
evidence supports the findings that Prakash failed to demonstrate past persecution
or awell-founded fear of future persecution.

PETITION DENIED.



