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Kenan Polat, a native and citizen of Turkey, petitions
for review of an order fromthe Board of | nmm gration Appeals (Bl A)
di sm ssing his appeal of the immgration judge's (l1J) decision to
deny his applications for asylum wthholding of renoval, and
protection under the Convention Against Torture (CAT). W are
W thout jurisdiction to address Polat’s chall enge to the deni al of

his request for voluntary departure. Eyoumv. INS, 125 F.3d 889,

891 (5th Gir. 1997).

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.



The BIA s order dismssing Polat’s appeal expressly
adopted and affirnmed, with exceptions deened harmess, the |J's
finding that Pol at was not a credi ble witness. Although our review
ordinarily is limted to the BIA s decision, when the BIA adopts

the decision of the IJ, this court nmay review the 1J s deci sion.

See M khael v. INS, 115 F.3d 299, 302 (5th Gr. 1997). Because the
Bl A adopted the | J’s credibility finding but added its own reasons,
we review both decisions.

The I'J nust determne the credibility of witnesses. Chun

v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78 (5th Gr. 1994); Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F. 3d

899, 903 (5th Gr. 2002). The court does not substitute its
judgnent for that of the IJ or BIA with respect to wtness
credibility and the ultimte factual findings based on credibility
determ nations. Chun, 40 F.3d at 78. \Wen a finding regarding

credibility is based on “a reasonable interpretation of the record

and therefore supported by substantial evidence,” it wll be
uphel d. ld. at 79. “[Al credibility determ nation nmay not be
overturned unless the record conpels it.” Lopez De Jesus v. INS,

312 F.3d 155, 161 (5th Gir. 2002)(citing Chun, 40 F.3d at 78).

In addition to arguing the nerits of his clainms for
asylum w thhol di ng of renoval, and protection under the CAT, Pol at
chal l enges the 1J’s finding, adopted by the BIA that he was not a
credible witness. The IJ's credibility finding is anply supported

by the record. See Chun, 40 F.3d at 79. The record thus does not

conpel acredibility determnation contrary to that of the lJ. See
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Lopez De Jesus, 312 F.3d at 161. Because the credibility

determnation is supported by substantial evidence, Polat’s

petition for review of the BIA's order is DEN ED.



