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PER CURI AM

Helina Tesfaye, a native and citizen of Ethiopia,
petitions for review of an order of the Board of Inmgration
Appeal s (Board) affirmng without opinion the Inmmgration Judge’s
(1'J) denial of her applications for asylum and w thhol ding of
renmoval .

Tesfaye first challenges the I J’s finding that her asyl um
applicationis untinely. See 8 U.S.C. § 1158(a)(2)(B), (D) (2000);
8 CFR 8§ 1208.4(a)(4) (2003). W conclude that we |ack
jurisdictiontoreviewthis claimpursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1158(a)(3)
(2000). Tesfaye next disputes the IJ's finding that she failed to
qualify for w thholding of renoval. W have reviewed the record
and the 1J’'s decision, which was designated by the Board as the
final agency determ nation, and find that she i ndeed failed to neet
her burden of proof to establish her eligibility for this relief.

See Rusu v. INS, 296 F.3d 316, 324 n.13 (4th Gr. 2002).

We accordingly dismss in part and deny in part the
petition for review. W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argument would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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