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PER CURI AM

On May 4, 2000, Saliou Diallo filed in this court a petition
for reviewfromthe Board of Inmm gration Appeals’ order of April 3,
2000, denying Diall o’ s notion to reopen proceedi ngs. The petition
was filed thirty-one days after the date of the final order
Diallo has filed a notion to extend tinme to file the petition for
revi ew.

This case is governed by the Illegal Inmmgration Reform and
| mm grant Responsibility Act of 1996 (I I RIRA), Pub. L. No. 104- 208,
110 Stat. 3009. Under the transitional rules of that statute,
whi ch are applicable here, Diallo had thirty days fromthe Board’s
final order to file his petition for review See |IRRA

8 309(c)(4)(C; see also Hadera v. INS, 136 F.3d 1338, 1340-41

(D.C. Cr. 1998) (holding jurisdiction cannot be wai ved); Mayard v.
INS, 129 F.3d 438, 439 (8th Cir. 1997) (holding 8§ 309(c)(4)(0O
applies in petition to review notion to reopen).

Therefore, we deny Diallo’s notion to extend tinme to file the
petition for review, and dismss the petition. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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