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PER CURIAM:*

Petitioner, Lydia Soriano Kanno, petitions this court to
review the August 3, 2004 order entered by the Board of
Immigration Appeals (BIA) that affirmed the immigration judge’s
determination that Kanno is subject to removal from the United
States and denied her request for additional delay to pursue
applications for adjustments of status and withholding of
removal.  A petition for judicial review to delay a decision of
the BIA must be filed not later than thirty days after the date
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of the final order of removal.  In the instant case, Kanno did
not file a petition for review by this court of the order the BIA
entered on August 3, 2004.  Consequently this court has no
jurisdiction to review the decision of the BIA reflected in the
August 3, 2004 order.

On September 3, 2004, Kanno filed a motion with the BIA
seeking reconsideration by the BIA of its order of August 3,
2004. Finding the request for reopening untimely, the BIA denied
the September 3 motion on November 24, 2004.  On December 7,
2004, Kanno filed a petition for review in this court of the
BIA’s order of November 24, 2004.  Her petition for review by
this court is timely only as to the BIA’s order of November 24,
2004.

We have carefully reviewed the briefs and the specific
orders of the BIA and dismiss our review of the August 3, 2004
BIA order for lack of jurisdiction.  As to the November 24, 2004
order of the BIA, we find that the BIA did not abuse its
discretion in such order and accordingly, we affirm the November
24, 2004 order.
 DISMISSED IN PART AND AFFIRMED IN PART.


