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Meiqgi Wi petitions this court for review of the Board of
| mm gration Appeals’ order dismssing his appeal fromthe
immgration judge' s denial of his application for asylum and
wi t hhol di ng of renoval under the Convention Against Torture. W
argues that the immgration judge erred in finding that he was
not credible. He contends that the Board of |Inmgration Appeals
shoul d not have deferred to the immgration judge’'s adverse

credibility finding. W argues that this court should reverse

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 03-60505
-2

the Board of Inm gration Appeals’ order because he suffered past
persecution on account of his inputed political opinion.
Furthernore, Wi argues that the inmgration judge erred in
denying himrelief pursuant to Article 3 of the Convention
Agai nst Torture. Wi declares that it is nore likely than not
that he will suffer torture at the hands of governnent
authorities upon his renoval to China.

The inmm gration judge s determ nation that Wi was not
credible is “a reasonable interpretation of the record and

therefore supported by substantial evidence.” See Chun v. INS,

40 F. 3d 76, 79 (5th Cr. 1994). “Wthout credible evidence, the
Bl A had no basis upon which to grant asylum” 1d. W has not
made the necessary showing to obtain relief under the Convention

Agai nst Torture. See Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 907 (5th

Cr. 2002). WI's petition for review is DEN ED



