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Samuel Sanchez-Rodriguez, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing his appeal
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from an immigration judge’s (“1J””) decision denying his application for
withholding of removal and protection under the Convention Against Torture. We
deny the petition for review because substantial evidence supports the agency’s
adverse credibility determination.

Sanchez-Rodriguez claims that he fears persecution upon return to Mexico
based primarily on abuse he suffered in the 1980s, but in 1999 he stated in sworn
testimony to an immigration official that he did not fear being returned to Mexico
and would not be harmed upon return. In 2011, he again stated in sworn testimony
that he was not afraid to return to Mexico. We cannot say on this record that the 1J
and BIA lacked a basis for their adverse credibility determination. See Li v.
Ashcroft, 378 F.3d 959, 962—63 (9th Cir. 2004); see also Liu v. Holder, 640 F.3d
918, 925-26 (9th Cir. 2011).

Because there was a basis for doubting his credibility, the 1J and BIA could
properly consider Sanchez-Rodriguez’s failure to provide reasonably available
corroborating evidence. Singh v. Holder, 638 F.3d 1264, 1272 (9th Cir. 2011); Li,
378 F.3d at 964. His failure to provide such corroboration, such as testimony or a
statement from his brother who lives in the United States and knows of the alleged
persecution, further supports the adverse credibility determination.

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.



