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Christina Kip Men has filed a petition for review of the Board
of Inmm gration Appeals’ order, denying her and her m nor daughter,
Mary Lal ruatkim asylum w thholding of renoval, and relief under
t he Convention Against Torture (CAT). W affirm

Kip Men is a national of Burma who has been residingillegally
inlIndiaon aregular basis for the past fifteen years. She clains

t hat she cannot return to Burma because she is a nenber of the Chin

" Pursuant to 5THQR R 47.5, the court has deternined that this opinion
should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5th Gr. R 47.5.4.



ethnic mnority and a Ronman Cat holic, groups that are persecuted by
the ruling mlitary junta. Further, she clains that her role as a
| eader in various Chin expatriate organizations in India and her
status as a human rights advocate wll place her in danger if she
returns to Burma. Finally, she alleges that she is wanted by the
Bur nese governnent for her involvenent in these activities.

On appeal, Kip Men, argues that the 1J's determ nation that
she is not eligible for asylumis not supported by substanti al
evidence.! In addition, she argues that the Immgration Judge
applied an incorrect and overly stringent standard in determ ning
that she was ineligible for asylum

Because the Bl A adopted the 1J’s decision, we may review the
| J's decision.? The |IJ determined that Kip Men’s testinony was not
credi bl e because it was i nconsi stent in several respects wth facts
alleged in her application for asylum and was not supported by
corroborating evidence. Kip Men has not challenged this
credibility determ nation on appeal. Thus, we will not reviewit.?3

Absent Kip Men's testinony, the only facts supporting her

! Kip Men does not challenge the 1J's rulings with respect to her
Wt hhol di ng of Renoval and CAT cl ai is.

2 See Mkhael v. INS, 115 F.3d 299, 302 (5th CGr. 1997).

3 See Cal deron-Ontiveros v. INS, 809 F.2d 1050, 1052 (5th Gir. 1986). Even
if Kip Men had raised this issue on appeal, our review of an 1J's credibility
determ nation is highly deferential. See Zhao v. Gonzales, --- F.3d ----, 2005
WL 590829, at *7 (5th Gr. March 15, 2005) (“We will not substitute our judgnment
for that of the BIA or IJ with respect to the credibility of w tnesses or
ultimate factual findings based on credibility determnations.” (citation and
internal quotation marks omtted)). The record here contains no basis for
overturning the 1J's credibility determinations as to Kip Men.
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application for asylum are her status as a Chin and a Roman
Catholic, and reports that the ruling mlitary junta in Burma is
actively mstreating nenbers of both these groups. In order to
establish a “wel | -founded fear of future persecution, an alien nust
denonstrate a subjective fear of persecution, and that fear nust be
objectively reasonable.” An applicant may establish that her
fears is objectively reasonabl e by provi ng either that she woul d be
singled out for persecution, or that she is a nenber of, inter
alia, a racial or religious group against which a pattern or
practice of persecution exists.® An alien seeking asylum based on
a pattern of persecution nust establish that she cannot avoid
persecution by relocating to another part of the country.?

Kip Men produced no credible evidence indicating that she
would be singled out for persecution if returned to Burnma
Al t hough State Departnent country reports admtted at Kip Men's
hearing indicate that Christians and Chins are subject to
mstreatnment in Burma along wth a nunber of other ethnic,
religious, and political mnorities, these reports indicate that
the level of mstreatnment varies from place to place, and that
mnorities are frequently left alone if they are not sonehow

connected with anti-governnent activity. Further, Kip Men has not

4 Zhao, 2005 W. 590829, at *8 (citation and internal quotation narks
omtted).

5 See 8 CF.R § 203.13(b)(2)(iii).
6 Eduard v. Ashcroft, 379 F.3d 182, 193-94 (5th Gir. 2004).
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produced evidence denonstrating that she could not escape
persecution by relocating away from areas of high ethnic and
religious conflict. Consequently we find that the 1J’s concl usi on
that Kip Men does not qualify for asylum is supported by
substantial evi dence.

In addition, based on our reading of the IJ's opinion as a
whole, we find that the 1J did not apply an incorrect and
erroneously stringent standard when reviewwng Kip Mn's
appl i cation. In order to establish a well-founded fear of
persecution, an applicant for asylum nmust show that a reasonable
person in the sane circunstances woul d fear persecution based on
the grounds enunerated in 8 U S . C. 8§ 1101(a)(42) if deported.”’
After reviewing the totality of the evidence, including Kip Men’s
testi nony which was di scounted as not credible, the IJ determ ned
that she was not in danger of persecution on any of the grounds
alleged in her application for asylum

AFFI RVED.

’ See Mkhael, 115 F.3d at 304 (finding that in order to establish well-
founded fear of persecution, applicant for asylum nust show that a reasonable
person in the sane circunstances woul d fear persecution based on the grounds
enumerated in 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(42) if deported).
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