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Abdal Wahab Rajeb Tugan (Tugan), a native and citizen of
Jordan, petitions for review of the decision of the Board of
| mm gration Appeals (BIA) dismssing his appeal fromthe
immgration judge's (1J) denial of his applications for asylum
and wi t hhol ding of renoval. The BIA accepted the 1J’s
determnation, in light of the discrepancies between Tugan’s
first and second applications, as well as his testinony at the

imm gration hearing, that Tugan’s testinony was not credible.

" Pursuant to 5THOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.
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The BI A also found that Tugan had failed to neet his burden of
proof to present a believable and sufficiently supported claim
Tugan argues that the BIA and the 1J erred in determ ning
that certain statenents were inconsistent, and he bl anes any
i nconsi stencies on translation errors or bad advice that he was
given by a translator who allegedly assisted himin preparing his
first application for asylum and w thholding of renoval. He also
asserts that his supporting docunentation did not underm ne his
t esti nony.
We review the BIA's determnation that an alien is not
entitled to asylumor w thholding of renoval for substanti al

evidence and will not reverse the BIA's determ nati on unl ess the

evi dence conpels a contrary conclusion. See Efe v. Ashcroft, 293
F.3d 899, 905 (5th Gr. 2002). Additionally, we will not
substitute our “judgnent for that of the BIAor I1J wth respect
to the credibility of the witnesses or ultimate factual findings

based on credibility determnations.” Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76,

78 (5th Gr. 1994). There is substantial evidence in the record
to support the determ nation that Tugan did not credibly or
sufficiently support his applications for asylum and w t hhol di ng

of renoval. ld. at 79; see also Inre Y-B, 21 |1 & N Dec. 1136,

1139 (BI A 1998). The petition for review is DEN ED.



