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Petitioner Jaime Ador Farrales and his family (Farrales), natives and citizens
of the Philippines, petition for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (BIA)
affirmance of the Immigration Judge’s (1J) denial of their application for asylum

and withholding of removal. Farrales also claims on appeal that he is a United
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States citizen. We find that the 1J’s decision is supported by substantial evidence
and therefore deny the petition for review.

In order to qualify for asylum based on political persecution, the applicant
must show that he suffered persecution on account of his political opinion.

Sangha v. INS, 103 F.3d 1483, 1487 (9th Cir. 1997). The 1J was correct in finding

that Farrales provided insufficient evidence to establish that his shooting was
politically motivated. Nor did Farrales provide any evidence that the government
was unable or unwilling to control his alleged attackers. See id.

Even if the shooting had amounted to past persecution, the 1J correctly
concluded that current circumstances rebut Farrales’ fear of future persecution. 8
C.F.R. § 208.13(b)(1). These circumstances include the fact that the political
party of Farrales’ alleged attacker is no longer in power.

Because Farrales failed to establish a well-founded fear of future
persecution, he necessarily fails to show that it is more likely than not that he will

be persecuted if returned to the Philippines. Singh-Kaur v. INS, 183 F.3d 1147,

1149 (9th Cir. 1999). He is therefore ineligible for withholding of deportation.
According to the record before us, Farrales’ appeal of the denial of his
application for U.S. citizenship is still pending. This court does not have

jurisdiction to review a final order of removal until the alien has exhausted all



administrative remedies available. 8 U.S.C. § 1252(d)(1). We therefore lack
jurisdiction until the administrative resolution of his claim.

PETITION DENIED.
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