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Savuth Mba and his wife, Paov Kong, petition this court for
review of the Board of Immgration Appeals’ (BlIA) order denying
them asyl um They argue that the summary-affirmance procedure
enpl oyed by the BI A viol ates due process; however, this court has

rejected such argunent. See Soadjede v. Ashcroft, 324 F.3d 830,

833 (5th Cir. 2003).
They al so argue that the decision denying themasylumwas not

supported by substantial evidence. However, they have not

Pursuant to 5THGOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



present ed evidence which conpels a determ nation that they have a
wel | - founded fear of persecution based on Kong' s Chi nese ancestry
or their political opposition to Conmunism Nor have the couple
presented facts suggesting that the all eged problens they suffered
inthe past, i.e, the “extraction” of noney, were related to Kong’s
Chi nese ancestry or their opposition to Conmmuni sm Because the
petitioners have not net their burden of show ng that the denial of
asyl umwas not supported by substantial evidence, their petitionis

DENI ED. Faddoul v. INS, 37 F.3d 185, 188 (5th Cr. 1994).

The Respondent’s notion for summary affirmance of the BIA' s
decision and its various notions regarding briefing are DEN ED as

unnecessary.

PETI TI ON DENI ED; ALL OUTSTANDI NG MOTI ONS DENI ED
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