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Before:  CANBY, THOMAS, and W. FLETCHER, Circuit Judges.

Aurora Jaqueline Lezama de Cardenas, a native and citizen of Mexico,

petitions for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing her

appeal from an immigration judge’s (“IJ”) removal order.  We have jurisdiction

under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for substantial evidence the agency’s findings
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of fact, Urzua Covarrubias v. Gonzales, 487 F.3d 742, 744 (9th Cir. 2007), and we

review de novo questions of law, Altamirano v. Gonzales, 427 F.3d 586, 591 (9th

Cir. 2005).  We deny the petition for review.  

Substantial evidence supports the agency’s adverse credibility determination

based on Lezama de Cardenas’ implausible testimony concerning whether she

knew her Mexican citizen cousins possessed proper documentation to enter the

United States, as well as her inconsistency regarding the amount of time she had to

obtain this information.  See Wang v. INS, 352 F.3d 1250, 1258-59 (9th Cir. 2003)

(inconsistencies and implausibilities in testimonial and documentary evidence went

to the heart of applicant’s claim and supported IJ’s adverse credibility finding). 

Moreover, Lezama de Cardenas “provided some form of affirmative assistance to

the illegally entering alien[s]” by arranging to have her cousins picked up and

driven to the border by her husband.  Altamirano, 427 F.3d at 592.  Accordingly,

the agency properly concluded that Lezama de Cardenas was removable for alien

smuggling.  See 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6)(E)(i); Urzua Covarrubias, 487 F.3d at

747-49.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


