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                    Petitioner,

   v.

ERIC H. HOLDER Jr., Attorney General,

                    Respondent.
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Agency No. A096-053-940

MEMORANDUM  
*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the

Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted August 11, 2009 **  

Before:  KLEINFELD, M. SMITH, and IKUTA, Circuit Judges.

Aiguo Liu, a native and citizen of China, 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 and withholding of
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removal.  Our jurisdiction is governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for

substantial evidence the agency’s adverse credibility determination, Gui v. INS,

280 F.3d 1217, 1225 (9th Cir. 2002), and deny the petition for review.  

Substantial evidence supports the agency’s adverse credibility determination

based on Liu’s failure to establish sufficiently and affirmatively his identity.  See,

e.g., Farah v. Ashcroft, 348 F.3d 1153, 1156 (9th Cir. 2003) (affirming negative

credibility finding based on, inter alia, discrepancies regarding identity). We lack

jurisdiction to address Liu’s contention that the IJ failed to consider properly the

birth certificate he submitted because Liu failed to raise this issue to the BIA.  See

Barron v. Ashcroft, 358 F.3d 674, 677-78 (9th Cir. 2004).  In the absence of

credible testimony, Liu failed to establish eligibility for asylum or withholding of

removal.  See Farah, F.3d at 1156.    

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


