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Sioe Ing Kho, a native and citizen of Indonesia, petitions for review of the

Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing her appeal from an

immigration judge’s decision denying her application for asylum.  We have 

jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252.  We review for substantial evidence the
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agency’s factual findings.  Wakkary v. Holder, 558 F.3d 1049, 1056 (9th Cir.

2009).  We deny the petition for review.

Kho contends that her experiences in Indonesia constitute past persecution,

and her presumption of future fear was not rebutted.  The record does not compel

reversal of the agency’s finding that Kho’s experiences in Indonesia, even

considered cumulatively, do not constitute past persecution.  See Wakkary, 558

F.3d at 1059-60; Hoxha v. Ashcroft, 319 F.3d 1179, 1182 (9th Cir. 2003)

(unfulfilled threats and one incident of physical violence did not compel a finding

of past persecution).  We reject Kho’s contention that the BIA ignored threats

made to Kho because she has not overcome the presumption that the BIA

considered the entire record.  See Fernandez v. Gonzales, 439 F.3d 592, 603 (9th

Cir. 2006).  Further, because Kho did not establish past persecution, she is not

entitled to a presumption of a future fear, see Molina-Estrada v. INS, 293 F.3d

1089, 1096 (9th Cir. 2002), and she does not otherwise argue she has established a

well-founded fear of persecution.  Accordingly, Kho’s asylum claim fails.    

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


