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Adel Kassam Jamal petitions this court to review the
deci sion of the Board of Immgration Appeals (BIA) affirmng the
immgration judge’'s (1J) denial of relief. The IJ denied Jamal’s
requests for asylum w thholding of renoval, relief under the
Convention Against Torture (CAT), and voluntary departure.

As a prelimnary matter, we DENY the respondent’s notion to
dismss for lack of jurisdiction. As the respondent concedes,

Jamal ’s petition for review, which was originally filed in the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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wrong court, was tinely. See 28 U S.C. 8§ 1631. Accordingly, we
have jurisdiction.

Jamal has wai ved any challenge to the IJ's determ nation
that his asylum application was untinely by failing to brief the

issue. See Rodrigquez v. INS, 9 F.3d 408, 414 n.15 (5th G

1993). He has al so waived any challenge to the IJ’'s denial of
relief under the CAT, as well as to the IJ's denial of voluntary
departure, by failing to address these clains in his brief.
See id.

The 1J’' s denial of w thholding of renoval was based | argely
on a determnation that Jamal’s testinony was not credible.
G ven the many inconsistencies in Jamal’s testinony noted by the
I J, we conclude that the 1J's credibility finding is a reasonable

interpretation of the record. See Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 79

(5th Gr. 1994). As Jamal has failed to point to any evidence,

ot her than his testinony, which would support his claim we
conclude that the 1J's determ nation that Jamal has not
established an entitlenent to wi thhol ding of renpbval was based on
substantial evidence. See id.

PETI TI ON FOR REVI EW DENI ED; MOTI ON TO DI SM SS DEN ED.



