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Moses Janmes Amien requests review of the August 28, 2002
deci sion rendered by the Board of Immgration Appeals (BIA). The
BIA denied Amen's notion for reconsideration of its decision
dism ssing his appeal as untinely. He argues that the 30-day
appeal period runs fromthe date that he received the decision of
the I'mm gration Judge (1J) on Cctober 17, 2001, and that his notice
of appeal was tinely filed on Novenber 15, 2001, within 30 days of
the date he received the decision. He also argues that the
application of 8 CF.R § 1003.38(b), the regulation establishing

the 30-day appeal period, violated his equal protection rights.

Pursuant to 5" CR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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Because Amen did not file a petition for revieww thin 30 days of
the BIA s June 4, 2002, order which dism ssed Amen’s appeal as
untinely, we do not have jurisdiction to review the BIA s June 4,
2002, order. See Karim an-Kaklaki v. INS, 997 F.2d 108, 111 (5th
CGr. 1993).

Amien filed a petition for revieww thin 30 days of the BIA s
August 28, 2002, order denying his notion for reconsideration and,
therefore, we have jurisdiction to review that order. See id.
Am en has not shown that the BI A abused its discretion in denying
his notion for reconsideration as untinely. Amen did not conply
wth the BIA's instructions to correct the defects in his filing
wthin the 30-day appeal period pursuant to 8 CFR
8§ 1003.2(b)(2), and he did not file a notion requesting that the
Bl A accept his untinely notion by certification. Accordi ngly,
Ami en’s petition for review is DEN ED.

PETI T1 ON DENI ED.



