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Petitioner Elvis Singh seeks review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’

denial of his claim for deferral of removal under the Convention Against Torture
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("CAT").! We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252, and we deny the petition.
We must uphold findings of fact unless the evidence compels a contrary

conclusion. Guo v. Sessions, 897 F.3d 1208, 1212 (9th Cir. 2018). Substantial

evidence supports the agency’s denial of CAT protection, because Petitioner did
not meet his burden to show that he would "more likely than not" be tortured "by
or with the acquiescence of a government official or other person acting in an

official capacity" if he were removed to Guyana. Tamang v. Holder, 598 F.3d

1083, 1095 (9th Cir. 2010). Although the record shows that persons with
disabilities face serious challenges in Guyana, the evidence does not compel the
conclusion that anyone in Guyana would act, or decline to act, with the specific

intent to cause pain or suffering to Petitioner. See Villegas v. Mukasey, 523 F.3d

984, 989 (9th Cir. 2008) (holding that the petitioner failed to establish a likelihood
of torture where, although "a variety of evidence showed that Mexican mental
patients [were] housed in terrible squalor, nothing indicate[d] that Mexican
officials (or private actors to whom officials ha[d] acquiesced) created these
conditions for the specific purpose of inflicting suffering upon the patients").

Similarly, the evidence does not compel the conclusion that the government

! Petitioner concedes that he is statutorily ineligible for asylum and
withholding of removal.



would acquiesce in, or turn a blind eye toward, torture. And "generalized evidence
of violence" and inadequate medical care in Guyana does not satisfy the standard

for CAT protection. Delgado-Ortiz v. Holder, 600 F.3d 1148, 1152 (9th Cir. 2010)

(per curiam).

PETITION DENIED.



