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 Hamlet Petrosyan, a native and citizen of Armenia, petitions for review of 

the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (BIA) order dismissing his appeal from an 

immigration judge’s (IJ) decision denying his application for asylum, withholding 
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of removal, and protection under the Convention Against Torture (CAT).1  We 

have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  “We review factual findings, including 

adverse credibility [findings], under the deferential substantial evidence 

standard[,]” and reverse only when the evidence compels a contrary conclusion.  Ai 

Jun Zhi v. Holder, 751 F.3d 1088, 1091 (9th Cir. 2014).  “For applications filed 

after May 11, 2005, such as [Petrosyan’s], the credibility standards set forth in the 

REAL ID Act apply.”  Id.  We deny the petition.   

 Substantial evidence supports the BIA’s adverse credibility determination 

based on Petrosyan’s vague testimony about his past criminal history and 

inconsistent testimony about whether he was physically harmed by his coworkers 

and how his coworkers learned of his HIV status.  The BIA found Petrosyan’s 

explanation that his medication impacted his memory to be insufficient and 

unpersuasive, noting that Petrosyan presented no evidence to the IJ or on appeal to 

support his explanation.  And the BIA rejected Petrosyan’s arguments about 

interpreter issues because Petrosyan allowed the interview transcript to be admitted 

into evidence and failed to identify what material information the interpreter 

incorrectly translated.  In the absence of credible testimony, Petrosyan’s asylum 

/ / / / 

 
1  Petrosyan does not seek review of the BIA’s decision affirming the 

denial of his CAT claim. 
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and withholding of removal claims fail.  See Farah v. Ashcroft, 348 F.3d 1153, 

1156 (9th Cir. 2003). 

We deny Petrosyan’s Motion for Stay of Removal, Dkt. 5, as moot.   

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED. 


