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Julio Cesar Saavedra-Martinez, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions pro
se for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing his appeal
from an immigration judge’s decision denying his application for asylum and
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withholding of removal. We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review
for substantial evidence the agency’s factual findings, applying the standards
governing adverse credibility determinations created by the REAL ID Act.
Shrestha v. Holder, 590 F.3d 1034, 1039-40 (9th Cir. 2010). We deny the petition
for review.
Even if Saavedra-Martinez’s asylum application were not time-barred,
substantial evidence supports the agency’s adverse credibility finding based on
Saavedra-Martinez’s prior fraudulent asylum application, fraudulent NACARA
application and interview, and his inconsistent testimony about whether he knew
about the fraud and possessed a copy of the fraudulent asylum application. See
Shrestha, 590 F.3d at 1046 (inconsistencies in petitioner’s testimony supported
adverse credibility finding); see also Dhital v. Mukasey, 532 F.3d 1044, 1050-51
(9th Cir. 2008) (prior fraudulent application supported adverse credibility finding);
Singh v. Holder, 638 F.3d 1264, 1272 (9th Cir. 2011) (“[L]ies and fraudulent
documents when they are no longer necessary for the immediate escape from
persecution do support an adverse inference”). Substantial evidence also supports
the agency’s conclusion that Saavedra-Martinez failed to establish a well-founded
fear of future persecution in Mexico on account of his homosexuality. See Castro-
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Martinez v. Holder, 674 F.3d 1073, 1082 (9th Cir. 2011). Thus, we deny the
petition for review as to Saavedra-Martinez’s asylum claim.
Because Saavedra-Martinez failed to establish eligibility for asylum, he has
necessarily failed to meet the more stringent standard for withholding of removal.
See Zehatye v. Gonzales, 453 F.3d 1182, 1190 (9th Cir. 2006).
We deny Saavedra-Martinez’s request for referral to the Circuit Mediator’s
Office.
PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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