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El i zabeth Nigatu Mesfin petitions this court for reviewof the
Board of Immgration Appeals’ (“BlIA’) decision affirmng the
Imm gration judge's (“1J”) order denying her applications for
asylum and wthholding of renoval and for relief wunder the
Convention Against Torture. When, as here, the BIA summarily
affirnms without opinion and essentially adopts the 1J s decision,

we reviewthe 1J's decision. See Mkhael v. INS, 115 F. 3d 299, 302

(5th Gir. 1997).

Mesfin challenges the 1J's adverse credibility determ nati on,

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



upon which the denial of relief was based, asserting that the
credibility determnation is not based on substantial evidence.
The evidence shows that Mesfin submtted a fraudulent birth
certificate, questionable identification docunents for her father
purporting to show his FEritrean heritage, and questionable
testi nony regardi ng her Ethiopian passport; it also indicates that
substantial portions of her testinony, based on information
provi ded by her nother, nmay be unreliable. Contrary to Mesfin’'s
assertion, all of her testinony becane suspect when the fraud was
revealed, not just the fact, date, and place of her birth or
identity. The record does not conpel a credibility determ nation
contrary to the 1J's, and this court therefore will not overturn

the 1J’s adverse credibility determnation. See Lopez De Jesus V.

INS, 312 F.3d 155, 161 (5th Gr. 2002); Chun v. INS, 40 F.3d 76, 78

(5th Cr. 1994). That being so, the petition for review is

DENI ED. See Efe v. Ashcroft, 293 F.3d 899, 906, 908 (5th G

2002) .
Mesfin also contends that the BIA's procedure of summarily
affirmng the |1J's decision wthout opinion violated her due

process rights. This argunent is without nerit. Soadj ede V.

Ashcroft, 324 F.3d 830, 832-33 (5th Cr. 2003).
PETI TI ON DEN ED.



