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 Mohamud Ali, a native and citizen of Somalia, petitions for review of an 

order of the Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA”) dismissing his appeal from an 
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immigration judge’s (“IJ”) decision denying his application for asylum, 

withholding of removal, and protection under the Convention Against Torture.1 We 

deny the petition for review because substantial evidence supports the agency’s 

adverse credibility determination. 

 Ali claims that he fears persecution in Somalia because he is a member of 

the Ajuran clan, a minority clan. He alleges that the Marehan clan, the predominant 

clan in Ali’s hometown, regularly insults and attacks Ajuran clan members. Ali 

claims that Marehan clan members have attacked him at least once but possibly as 

many as three times. He also fears persecution in Somalia because of the Al-

Shabaab terrorist group, which has allegedly threatened Ali’s life at least once. Ali 

provided inconsistent testimony regarding the number and extent of the attacks and 

threats by the Marehan clan and the Al-Shabaab. He further provided inconsistent 

testimony regarding the details of his encounters with Marehan clan members and 

the Al-Shabaab. Finally, Ali provided inconsistent details regarding his journey 

from Somalia to the United States. Given all of these inconsistencies, we cannot 

say on this record that the IJ and BIA lacked a basis for their adverse credibility 

determination. See Shrestha v. Holder, 590 F.3d 1034, 1046–47 (9th Cir. 2010) 

(discussing inconsistencies as a basis for an adverse credibility determination). 

 PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.  

                                           
1 By not raising the issue in his opening brief, Ali waived any arguments related to 

the denial of protection under the Convention Against Torture. 


