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Yan Bing Lin, a native and citizen of China, petitions for
review of the denial by the Board of Immgration Appeals (Bl A) of
Lins notion for reconsideration of its decision affirmng the
| mm gration Judge’'s (1J) denial of Lin's applications for asylum
wi t hhol ding of renoval, and relief under the Convention Agai nst
Torture (CAT).

This court lacks jurisdiction to review the BIA s decision
affirmng the 1J’s denial of Lin" s applications because Lin did not

file a petition for revieww thin 30 days fromthat decision. See

" Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



Stone v. I.N S, 514 U S 386, 395 (1995); Navarro-Mranda v.
Ashcroft, 330 F.3d 672, 676 (5th Cr. 2003). Accordingly, Lin's
petition challenges only the BIA's denial of his notion for
reconsideration. Qur reviewis |[imted to whether the Bl A abused
its discretion in denying that notion. See Gsuchukwu v. [|.N. S.
744 F.2d 1136, 1141 (5th Gr. 1984).

Lin maintains the BlIAfailed to apply the three-prong anal ysi s
set forth in Matter of A-S-, 21 1. &N Dec. 1106 (Bl A 1998), when

it deferred to the IJ's credibility finding. The BIA deferred to

t he 1J" s credibility determnation after exam ning the
i nconsi stenci es and inplausibilities in Lin"s testinony,
applications, and statenent to the Immgration Oficer. Furt her,

contrary to Lin’s contention, the Bl A specifically cited Matter of
A-S- in support of its determnation. |t goes w thout saying that
our court does not substitute its judgnent for that of the BIA or
the 1J wth respect to the credibility of wtnesses and the
ultimate findings based on credibility determ nations. See Chun v.
l.NS., 40 F.3d 76, 78 (5th Cr. 1994). Therefore, Lin's having
failed to identify a legal or factual error in the BIA s prior
decision, he has failed to denonstrate that the BlIA abused its
di scretion by denying his notion for reconsideration.
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