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PER CURI AM

Abdual i N zametdi nov, a native of China and citizen of
Uzbeki stan, petitions for review of an order of the Board of
| Mm gration Appeals affirmng wthout opinion the immgration
judge’s denial of his applications for asylum wthholding of
removal , and relief under the Convention Against Torture.

Ni zamet di nov chal | enges the imm gration judge’ s negative
credibility finding. W have thoroughly reviewed the record in
light of the immgration judge's findings and conclude that
Ni zanet di nov’ s assertions are without nerit. The inmm gration judge
cited specific, cogent reasons for concluding that N zanetdi nov’s

testimony was not credible. Figeroa v. INS, 886 F.2d 76, 78 (4th

Cir. 1989). As the negative credibility determ nation is supported
by the record and is entitled to deference, N zametdi nov does not
qualify for the relief sought. 8 U S . C 8§ 1252(b)(4) (2000); see

Rusu v. INS, 296 F.3d 316, 323 (4th Cr. 2002).

The standard for eligibility for w thhol ding of renoval

is “nore stringent than that for asylumeligibility.” Chen v. INS,
195 F.3d 198, 205 (4th Gr. 1999). An applicant for w thhol ding
must denonstrate a clear probability of persecution. INS v.

Cardoza- Fonseca, 480 U. S. 421, 430 (1987). As N zanetdinov failed

to establish entitlenent to asylum he cannot satisfy the higher

standard for w thhol ding of renoval.



To obtain relief under the Conventi on Agai nst Torture, an
applicant nust establish that “it is nmore likely than not that he
or she would be tortured if renoved to the proposed country of
removal .” 8 CF.R 8 1208.16(c)(2) (2003). Ni zanet di nov’ s
evi dence does not support such a concl usion.

We accordingly deny the petition for review. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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