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PER CURI AM *

Ophilia Bih Asanga, a native and citizen of Caneroon,
petitions this court to review the decision of the Board of
| mm gration Appeals (BIA) affirmng the imnmgration judge' s (1J)
deni al of her application for asylum

Asanga argues that the 1J's credibility findings concerning
her deneanor, docunents, and answers are concl usi ons not based upon
facts and that the |J erroneously determned that she did not

suffer past persecution and did not have a well-founded fear of

"Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



future persecution.

Asanga’s asylumclaimis based on three alleged arrests and
beatings pronpted by Asanga’'s nenbership and participation in
political organizations that protested human rights abuses in
Cameroon. W conclude froma review of the record that the BIA s
decision is supported by substantial evidence that Asanga’s

testinony and evidence |acked credibility. See Chun_v. INS,

40 F. 3d 76, 79 (5th Gr. 1994). Because the findings regarding the
untrustworthiness of Asanga’s testinony are supported by
substantial evidence, this court cannot replace the BIA s

credibility determnations with its own. See Efe v. Ashcroft,

293 F.3d 899, 905 (5th Cr. 2002).

The adverse credibility determ nation caused the BI A to doubt
the evidence of past torture allegedly inflicted upon Asanga, to
find questionable her explanation of human rights violations
occurring in Caneroon, and to discredit all of the corroborating
evi dence she offered. See Chun, 40 F.3d at 79. Because Asanga
failed to provide any credi bl e evidence in support of her clains of
persecution, she failed to provide the necessary specific, detailed
facts, showi ng that she was singled out for persecution because of
her political opinions or nenberships, that her three beatings rose
to the I evel of persecution, or that she possessed a well -founded

fear of future persecution. See Tamara-Gonez v. Gonzal es, 447 F. 3d

343, 349-50 (5th Gr. 2006); MKkhael v. INS, 115 F.3d 299, 304-05

(5th Gir. 1997).



The petition for review is DEN ED.



