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Li Lu, a native and citizen of China, petitions for review of the Board of
Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing her appeal from an immigration
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judge’s (“IJ”) decision denying her application for asylum, withholding of
removal, and protection under the Convention Against Torture (“CAT”). We have
jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review for substantial evidence the
agency’s adverse credibility finding and will uphold the determination “unless the
evidence compels a contrary result.” Don v. Gonzales, 476 F.3d 738, 741 (9th Cir.
2007). “We independently evaluate each ground cited by the IJ for his adverse
credibility findings. So long as one of the identified grounds is supported by
substantial evidence and goes to the heart of the claim of persecution, we are
bound to accept the IJ’s adverse credibility finding.” Tekle v. Mukasey, 533 F.3d
1044, 1051-52 (9th Cir. 2008) (citations, alterations, and internal quotation marks
omitted).
We deny the petition.
Substantial evidence supports the IJ’s adverse credibility determination with
respect to Lu’s meeting with Xu Ping and her subsequent involvement with Xu
Ping’s Christian home church. Lu’s testimony was marred by inconsistencies with
her written application for asylum and by Lu’s implausible statement that Xu Ping
perceived (1) something wrong “inside her heart,” and (2) that Lu was in a “foul
mood,” even though she told Xu Ping she was “fine.” Because this episode was
intended to explain her introduction to the church, Lu’s answers and unsatisfactory
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explanations go to the heart of her claim that she was a victim of persecution on
account of her religion.
PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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