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Before: PREGERSON, CANBY, and BERZON, Circuit Judges.

Feda Kasab, a native and citizen of Syria, petitions for review of the Board

of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing his appeal from an immigration

judge’s (“IJ”) decision denying his application for asylum, withholding of removal,
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and protection under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”).  We have

jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for substantial evidence, see Soto-

Olarte v. Holder, 555 F.3d 1089, 1091 (9th Cir. 2009), and we grant the petition

for review and remand.

The BIA cited an inconsistency in the original translation of the death

certificate indicating that Zainab Rajoub was fourteen years old, yet the BIA also

cited a purported corrected translation by the same translator of this same death

certificate without indicating that the re-translation was not the accurate one.  By

failing to address the contradictory translations, the BIA failed to explain

adequately its adverse credibility determination.  See Kalubi v. Ashcroft, 364 F.3d

1134, 1140-41 (9th Cir. 2004) (the BIA must explain what factors it has considered

or relied upon sufficiently that the court is able to discern that it “has heard,

considered, and decided”).  Additionally, the BIA cited two inconsistencies

between Kasab’s testimony and declaration, but Kasab was never provided an

opportunity to explain these perceived inconsistencies.  See Soto-Olarte, 555 F.3d

at 1092.  Accordingly, we remand for further proceedings.  See id. at 1095-96.  

PETITION FOR REVIEW GRANTED; REMANDED.   


