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Fu Q ang Liu, a Chinese national, petitions for review of
the Board of Inmgrations Appeals’ (“BlIA’) decision summarily
affirmng the Immgration Judge’s order of renoval and deni al
of applications for asylum and w t hhol di ng of deportati on.

The Governnent noves to dism ss the appeal because the petition
for review was not tinely filed.

An alien nust file his petition for review “not |ater than

30 days after the date of the final order of renoval.” 8 U S C

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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8§ 1252(b)(1). The 30-day filing deadline is jurisdictional.

Navarro-M randa v. Ashcroft, 330 F.3d 672, 676 (5th Cr. 2003).

The 30-day deadline began to run in the instant case on
Novenber 19, 2002, when the BlIA issued its decision and wote
a letter to Liu s counsel notifying himof the decision.

The deadl i ne expired on Decenber 19, 2002. See Karim an- Kakl ak

v. I.N.S., 997 F.2d 108, 110-11 (5th GCr. 1993). Liu s petition
for review, filed on Decenber 20, 2002, was one day | ate.
Because the petition for review was untinely, this court | acks

jurisdiction. See Karim an-Kaklaki, 997 F.2d at 111-13; Quirquis

V. I.N.S., 993 F.2d 508, 509 (5th G r. 1993); see also Navarro-

M randa, 330 F.3d at 676. The Governnent’s notion to dismss is

CGRANTED, and the appeal is DI SM SSED



