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Petitioner, Lydia Soriano Kanno, petitions this court to
review the August 3, 2004 order entered by the Board of
| mm gration Appeals (BIA) that affirnmed the immgration judge’'s
determ nation that Kanno is subject to renoval fromthe United
States and denied her request for additional delay to pursue
applications for adjustnents of status and w t hhol di ng of
renmoval. A petition for judicial review to delay a decision of

the BIA nust be filed not later than thirty days after the date

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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of the final order of renoval. |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 BIAreflected in the
August 3, 2004 order.

On Septenber 3, 2004, Kanno filed a notion with the Bl A
seeking reconsideration by the BIA of its order of August 3,
2004. Finding the request for reopening untinely, the BlIA denied
the Septenber 3 notion on Novenber 24, 2004. On Decenber 7,
2004, Kanno filed a petition for reviewin this court of the
Bl A s order of Novenber 24, 2004. Her petition for review by
this court is tinely only as to the BIA s order of Novenber 24,
2004.

We have carefully reviewed the briefs and the specific
orders of the BIA and dism ss our review of the August 3, 2004
Bl A order for lack of jurisdiction. As to the Novenber 24, 2004
order of the BIA, we find that the BIA did not abuse its
di scretion in such order and accordingly, we affirmthe Novenber
24, 2004 order.

Dl SM SSED | N PART AND AFFI RVED | N PART.



