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PER CURI AM

Sanson Hailu, a native and citizen of Ethiopia, petitions
for review of a final order of the Board of Inmgration Appeals
(Board) affirmng the Immgration Judge’s (1J) decision wthout
opi ni on and denying relief fromrenoval.

Hailu challenges the 1J's finding that his asylum
application was untinely. See 8 U S.C § 1158(a)(2)(B), (D
(2000); 8 C.F.R 8 1208.4(a)(4) (2003). W conclude that we | ack
jurisdictiontoreviewthis claimpursuant to 8 U S.C. § 1158(a) (3)
(2000). Hailu next disputes the IJ' s finding that Hailu failed to
qualify for the relief of cancellation of renoval because he did
not establish that his renoval would result in exceptional and
extrenely unusual hardship to his nother, who is a | awful permanent
resident of the United States. See 8 U.S.C. 8§ 1229b(b)(1) (D)
(2000). Again, we find that we are without jurisdiction to review
this discretionary decision. See 8 U S.C 8§ 1252(a)(2)(B)(i)
(2000) .

We accordingly dismss the petition for review W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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