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

No. 97-60817
Conf er ence Cal endar

HARVI NDER SI NGH

Petiti oner,

ver sus
| MM GRATI ON AND NATURALI ZATI ON SERVI CE

Respondent .

Petition for Review of an Order of the
Board of I mm gration Appeals
A 72 131 753

February 11, 1999
Bef ore BARKSDALE and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM **

Har vi nder Singh petitions this court for review of the Board
of Immgration Appeals’ (BIA) denial of his applications for
asylum the w thhol ding of deportation, and voluntary departure.
He argues that he established that he had a well-founded fear of
persecution fromthe Indian police and fromthe Si kh Student

Federation, a mlitant group in India. He also challenges the

“This matter is being decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. §
46(d).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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BIA's and the Inmgration Judge’ s determ nations that Singh’s
assertions that he had been persecuted | acked credibility and the
determ nations that Singh was not eligible for voluntary
departure.

The BIA's decision to deny Singh asylum and the w thhol di ng
of deportation was based upon a credibility determ nation that
Singh had fabricated the events he alleged in support of his
requests for asylum and the w thhol ding of deportation. W do
not revi ew deci sions based upon credibility determ nations. See

Zhu Yu Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78 (5th Cr. 1994). Because

Singh gave false testinony to avoid deportation, the BIA s denial
of his request for voluntary departure was not an abuse of

discretion. See 8 U S.C. 8§ 1101(f)(6); Jukic v. INS, 40 F.3d

747, 749 (5th Gr. 1994). Singh's petition for review is DEN ED



