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An asylum applicant has “the burden of persuading the [immigration judge]

that his evidence is credible.”  Mejia-Paiz v. INS, 111 F.3d 720, 722 (9th Cir.
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1997).  Here, the immigration judge found (and the BIA agreed) that Funes De

Gonzalez’s testimony wasn’t credible because it was inconsistent. 

The evidence doesn’t compel reversal.  See Singh v. Gonzales, 439 F.3d

1100, 1105 (9th Cir. 2006).  Funes De Gonzalez’s claim that she was active in the

ARENA party was inconsistent with her inability to recall the date of the

presidential election in El Salvador.  She also testified inconsistently about the

dates she was active in the ARENA party.  Finally, Funes De Gonzalez claimed

that her husband was unaware of her political activities when they married because

she was still in school and not politically active.  But this was contradicted by her

testimony that she had finished school before she married and was also politically

active in the ARENA party.

Funes De Gonzalez argues that these inconsistencies don’t go to the heart of

her claim.  But the REAL ID Act eliminated the requirement that inconsistencies

upon which the agency bases an adverse credibility finding go to the heart of an

applicant’s claims.  Shrestha v. Holder, 590 F.3d 1034, 1043 (9th Cir. 2010).  

Because Funes De Gonzalez hasn’t met the standard for asylum, she can’t

meet the more rigorous standard for withholding of removal.  Nahrvani v.

Gonzales, 399 F.3d 1148, 1154 (9th Cir. 2005).  In addition, “substantial evidence

supports the IJ’s denial for relief under” the Convention Against Torture because
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Funes De Gonzalez hasn’t presented evidence that it’s “more likely than not” that

she will be tortured if returned to El Salvador.  Id. 

PETITION DENIED.


