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Jasbir Singh Mal hotra, a native and citizen of India, has
filed a petition for review of the decision of the Board of
| mm gration Appeals (Bl A) denying his application for w thhol di ng
of renoval under the Immgration and Nationality Act and relief
under the Convention Against Torture. Malhotra argues that the
| mm gration Judge (1J) and the BIA erred in determ ning that
there were discrepancies in the record and erred in denying his
application due to a lack of corroborative evidence. Ml hotra

argues that he has established a clear probability of persecution

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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or torture upon his return to India based on his political
activities of witing newspaper articles critical of the Indian
governnent. The |J found that Mal hotra was not a credible

W t ness based on inconsistencies between his witten statenent,
his testinony, and his brother’s testinony. The IJ found that
due to the inconsistencies, corroborative evidence was necessary
and that Mal hotra had failed to provide any corroborative
evidence to support his clains. The 1J denied his request for

wi t hhol di ng of renoval and relief under the Convention Agai nst
Torture. The BIA affirmed the 1J's decision. W will not
substitute our judgnent of Malhotra s credibility for that of the

IJ and BIA. See Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 905 (5th Cr

2002). WMal hotra has not shown that the evidence in the record
conpel s a conclusion contrary to the decision of the IJ and BI A
that Mal hotra's testinony was not credible particuarly in Iight
of his failure to present readily avail able corroborative
evidence to establish his eligibility for wthhol ding of renoval

or relief under the Convention Against Torture. See Lopez De

Jesus v. INS, 312 F.3d 155, 161 (5th Gr. 2002).

PETI TI ON DEN ED.



