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Ashaf Nawaz Muhammad, a native and citizen of Pakistan,
petitions for review of an order fromthe Board of Inmgration
Appeal s (Bl A) dism ssing his appeal of the inmm gration judge’s
(I'J) decision to deny his applications for asylum w thhol ding of
renoval , and protection under the Convention Agai nst Torture
(CAT). The BIA also determ ned that the record supported the
| J's determ nation that Muhammad filed a frivol ous asyl um

appl i cation.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Muhamrad chal | enges the credibility determ nati ons nade by
the 1J and the BIA. He contends that he has been the victim of
past persecution on account of his political opinion and that he
has a wel |l -founded fear of future persecution in Pakistan. He
mai ntains that he is eligible for asylumor, in the alternative,
wi t hhol di ng of renoval and relief under the CAT.

“Credibility determ nations are given great deference.” Efe

v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 905 (5th Gr. 2002). This court

“cannot substitute [its] judgnent for that of the BIAor 1J with
respect to the credibility of the witnesses or ultimate factual

findings based on credibility determ nations.” Chun v. INS, 40

F.3d 76, 78 (5th Cr. 1994). Rather, “a credibility
determ nation may not be overturned unless the record conpels

it.” Lopez De Jesus v. INS, 312 F.3d 155, 161 (5th Cr. 2002)

(footnote omtted).

Muhammad contends that the di screpancies between his
testinony and his witten asylum application are attributable to
his fornmer attorney. He contends that the docunentary evi dence
supports his clains.

There is a presunption that an applicant who signs an asyl um
application is aware of the contents of the application. See
8 CF.R 8 208.3(c)(2). Mreover, Mihammad told the 1J that he
had revi ewed his asylum application, and he swore that the
information contained in the application was true and correct.

The adverse credibility determ nations made by the IJ and the BI A
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are supported by the record. See Chun, 40 F.3d at 79. The

record thus does not conpel a credibility determ nation contrary

to that of the IJ and the BI A See Lopez De Jesus, 312 F. 3d at

161.

To the extent that Muhanmad has briefed an argunent
chal l enging the determnation that he filed a frivol ous asyl um
application, Muhammad fails to show error. See 8 U S.C
8§ 1158(d)(6). Accordingly, Mihammad’ s petition for review of the
BIA's order is DEN ED



