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Fatima Maribel Maldonado-Chinchilla, a native and citizen of Honduras,
petitions pro se for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ order dismissing
her appeal from an immigration judge’s (“IJ’s) decision denying her application for

asylum, withholding of removal, and relief under the Convention Against Torture
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(“CAT”). We have jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252. We review for substantial
evidence, Lim v. INS, 224 F.3d 929, 933 (9th Cir. 2000), and we deny the petition
for review.

Maldonado-Chinchilla testified that her boyfriend raped her, and that she
suffered other domestic violence. Substantial evidence supports the 1J’s finding
that Maldonado-Chinchilla did not establish the abuse she suffered constituted
persecution because she failed to show the government was unwilling or unable to
protect her from her boyfriend. See Castro-Perez v. Gonzales, 409 F.3d 1069,
1072 (9th Cir. 2005) (petitioner who did not report being raped by her boyfriend to
authorities did not show “that an agent of the government of Honduras committed
the rapes, or that the government of Honduras is unable or unwilling to control
rape in that country”).

Because Maldonado-Chinchilla did not establish eligibility for asylum, it
follows that she did not satisfy the more stringent standard for withholding of
removal. See id.

Finally, substantial evidence also supports the 1J’s denial of CAT relief
because petitioner failed to show it is more likely than not that she would be
tortured if removed to Honduras. See Wakkary v. Holder, 558 F.3d 1049, 1067-68
(9th Cir. 2009).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.
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