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Jose Maria Sal vador-Reyes (Reyes) petitions for review of
the Board of Inmgration Appeals’s (BIA) March 17, 2004, deci sion
di sm ssing the appeal fromthe denial of his notion to reopen a
1990 in absentia order of deportation. The BIA denied Reyes’s
notion for reconsideration of this decision on June 8, 2004.
Reyes filed his petition for review on July 7, 2004.

We are required to exam ne jurisdiction sua sponte if

necessary. See Wllians v. Chater, 87 F.3d 702, 704 (5th Cr

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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1996). Reyes had 30 days to file a tinely petition for review

fromthe Bl A s deci sion. See Navarro-Mranda v. Ashcroft, 330

F.3d 672, 676 (5th Cr. 2003); lbrik v. INS 108 F.3d 596, 597

(5th Gr. 1997). The BIA s denial of an appeal and its denial of
a notion to reconsider are two separate final orders, each of

which requires its own petition for review. See Stone v. INS,

514 U. S. 386, 394, 401-02, 405-06 (1995). Because Reyes did not
file a petition for review of the BIA' s dism ssal of his appeal

of the denial of his notion to reopen until nore than three
months after this decision, his petition for reviewis not tinely
as to the March 17, 2004 decision. Accordingly, this court |acks
jurisdiction to review this decision, and the petition to review

it is DI SM SSED. See Karim an-Kakl aki v. INS, 997 F.2d 108, 111

(5th Gir. 1993).

Al t hough Reyes’s petition for reviewis tinely as to the
BIA's denial of his notion for reconsideration, he has not nade
any argunents regarding this decision. Therefore, he has
abandoned any challenge to the denial of his notion for
reconsideration, and, to the extent that his petition for review
may be construed as extending to that decision, it is DEN ED

See Al-Ra’id v. Ingle, 69 F.3d 28, 33 (5th Cr. 1995).




