IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 01-60975
Summary Cal endar

PARMII T SI NGH
Petitioner
V.
| MM GRATI ON AND NATURALI ZATI ON SERVI CES

Respondent

Petition for Review of an Order of the
Board of I mm gration Appeals
Bl A No. A71 484 765

 September 9, 2002
Before KING Chief Judge, and SMTH and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Parm it Singh appeals the Board of |Inmgration Appeal s’
(“BIA”) dismssal of his appeal fromthe I nmm gration Judge’s
deci sion that denied his applications for asylum and w t hhol di ng
of deportation. Singh challenges the adverse credibility
determ nation nmade by the Inmm gration Judge and adopted by the

BIA. Singh asserts that the credibility determ nati on was

erroneously based on m nor inconsistencies between his testinony

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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and his asylum application as well as his |lack of sophistication
in remenbering dates and the sequence of events that resulted in
his flight fromlindia. Singh asserts that he was not required to
produce corroborating evidence to establish his credibility.
Singh contends that his three-day detention established a well -
founded fear of persecution.

We review the Inmgration Judges’s findings as adopted by

the BIA. See Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 903 (5th GCr. 2002).

We give great deference to an Immgration Judge’'s decision
regarding an alien’s credibility. Efe, 293 F.3d at 903; Chun v.
INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78 (5th Gr. 1994). Review of the findings on
asyl um and wi t hhol di ng of deportation is for substanti al
evidence; we will not reverse unless we find that the evidence
“conpel s” a conclusion that is contrary to that reached by the
BIA. Efe, 293 F. 3d at 903; Chun, 40 F.3d at 78.

A review of the evidence denonstrates that the credibility
determ nations nmade by the Inm gration Judge and adopted by the
Bl A are supported by the record, and we will not substitute our
judgnent for that of the Immgration Judge on a credibility
issue. Chun, 40 F.3d at 78. Because Singh’s credibility was
i npugned during the deportation proceedi ngs, his uncorroborated
testinony was not sufficient to establish his asylumclaim

Abdel -Masieh v. INS, 73 F.3d 579, 584 (5th Cr. 1996); 8 C F.R

§ 208.13(a). Singh has not shown that the evidence conpels a

conclusion contrary to that reached by the BIA. Chun, 40 F. 3d at
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78. Accordingly, the BIA's findings that Singh did not
denonstrate that the governnent of India would persecute himif
he returned and that Singh did not establish his claimof asylum
are supported by substantial evidence. Efe, 293 F.3d at 903;
Chun, 40 F.3d at 78.

We consider Singh's asylumclaimalso as a request for

wi t hhol di ng of deportation. Castillo- Rodriguez v. INS, 929 F.2d

181, 185 (5th G r. 1991). The standard for w thhol ding of
deportation is higher than that for asylum Efe, 293 F.3d at
906. Because Singh does not neet the standard for asylum he
al so does not neet the standard for w thhol ding of deportation.
See id. Singh's petition for review is DEN ED.

Accordingly, the petition for review is DEN ED



