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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

 FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

RICARDO PACHECO-MARTINEZ,

                    Petitioner,

   v.

MICHAEL B. MUKASEY, Attorney

General,

                    Respondent.

No. 07-74900

Agency No. A096-386-143

MEMORANDUM  
*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the

Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted January 13, 2009**  

Before:    O'SCANNLAIN, BYBEE, and CALLAHAN, Circuit Judges.

Ricardo Pacheco-Martinez, a native and citizen of Mexico,  petitions pro se

for review of the decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals denying, as
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untimely filed, his motion to reopen the underlying denial of his application for

cancellation of removal based on his failure to establish the requisite hardship to a

qualifying relative.

Petitioner has waived any challenge to the BIA's order denying his motion to

reopen by failing to raise any arguments related to the BIA's dispositive

determination that the motion to reopen was untimely.  See Martinez-Serrano v.

INS, 94 F.3d 1256, 1259-60 (9th Cir. 1996).  This court lacks jurisdiction to review

petitioner's contention that the BIA should have reopened proceedings sua sponte. 

See Ekimian v. INS, 303 F.3d 1153, 1159 (9th Cir. 2002).  

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED.


