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[ Opinion 1

[*967] PER CURIAM:

— a native of and citizen of St. Kitts, seeks re-
view of the Board of Immigration Appeals’s ("BIA”) fi-

nal order affirming the Immigration Judge's (137 denial
of his application for withholding of removal and relicf
under the Convention Against Torture. Henry claims that
he will be persecuted if he is removed to St. Kitts be-
cause he is homosexual.

The 1) denied Henry’s application finding that he was
not credible and that the country reports, although con-
firming that homosexual acts are criminalized i St. Kitts,
[**2] did not otherwise demonstiate how that law was
enforced. The BIA reversed the 1J7s adverse credibility de-
termination, and although ” uedung [Henty] as cred-
ible.,” concluded that he failed to “establish that it is more
likely than not that his life or freedom would be threat-
ened in St. Kitts on account of his homosexuality.” In dis-
missing Henry’s appeal, the BIA only specifically dis-
cussed the 2009 Department of State Country Report and
an additional report that Henry submitted on appeal.
The BIA did not specifically address any of Henty’s tes-
timony from his immigration court hearings or written
application.

We review only the BIA’\ dt:cmon unless the BIA has eX-

Y '”‘hw‘ ch, bccduse thc. BlA dld
not cxprcaslv adopt the 1J's decision, we review the de-
cision of only the BIA. Henry argues that when the

BIA reversed the IJ’s adverse credibility finding it should
have remanded his case back to the IJ to engage in ad-
ditional fact-finding. He also argues that although the BIA
agreed that he was a credible witness, it then failed to
consider his credible testimony in determining whether it
was more likely than [**3] not that he would suffer per-
secution upon return to St. Kitis.

[*868] We do not agree with Henry that the BIA was re-

quired to remand his case to the 1J when it disagreed
with the 13's adverse credibility determination. However,
because it instead found Henry to be a credible wit-
ness, the BIA was required to consider all of Henry's tes-
timony as evidence in support of his application.

“fTthe [Immigraton Judge] must . . . consider all evi-
dence mtroduced by the apphcam worgue v S A
Gon, 401 Fid i 2005y (emphasu
removed); see & { fff’ 8 1246 He; ("The immigration
judge shall receive and consider material and relevant evi-
dence.”). Where the BIA or IJ has given reasoned con-
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sideration to the petiion and made adequate findings,
we “will not require that it address specifically each claim
the petitioner made or each piece of evidence the peti-
tioner presented.” &, dehn LS AUy o, ST R
IRETIRETREL A 9%, However, the BIA or IJ
must “consider the issues raised and apnounce its deci-
sion in terms sufficient to enable a reviewing court to per-
ceive that it has heard and thought and not merely re-

v (05 AvTy (e, 46 F3G 13609 1374 11k

5

Here, [**4] we cannot ascertain from the BIA's deci-
sion whether it considered the substance of Henry’s testi-
mony in reaching the conclusion that he failed to estab-
lish that it is more likely than not that his life would

be threatened in St. Kitts because of his homosexuality.
Henry testified that he is gay and that he witnessed first-
hand the physical and emotional abuse that public offi-
cials and private citizens inflicted on known or sus-
pected homosexuals in St. Kitts before he came to the
United States. He witnessed the death of friends because
they were abused by police and were refused medical

treatment at health clinics because they were homo-
sexual, He also knows of others who committed suicide
as a result of the abuse. He testified that he fears the
same will happen to him, even possibly that he would
be jailed for being homosexual as it is a crime in St. Kitts
to commit a homosexual act. Although the BIA is not re-
quired to address every single piece of evidence be-
this testimony even though it is the majority of the evi-
dence presented by Henry and is relevant to his claim that
it is mote likely than not that he would be persecuted
[**5] should he return to St. Kits.

Accordingly, because the record is not sutficient for us
to determine whether the BIA considered Henry's oral and
written testimony with regard to its conclasion that he
failed to establish that it is morge likely thao vot that he will
be persecuted in St. Kitts, we grant his petition and re-
mand t0 the BIA for further review.

PETITION GRANTED and REMANDED FOR FUR-
THER REVIEW.
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