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| brahi m Jundi, a native of Sierra Leone and a citizen of
Lebanon, challenges the denial of his petition for waiver of the
requi renents for renoval of his conditional residency status and
the denial of his request for cancellation of renoval.

Follow ng his marriage to a U S. citizen, Jundi was granted
per manent resident status on a conditional basis; after his
di vorce, Jundi sought a waiver of the requirenents for renoval of
his conditional status. Relief under the waiver provisions of

8 U S.C. 8 1186a(c)(4) is discretionary. This court |acks

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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jurisdiction to review the denial of discretionary decisions of
the Attorney General. See 8 U . S.C. § 1252(a)(2)(B)(ii); see also

Assaad v. Ashcroft, 378 F.3d 471, 475 (5th Gr. 2004).

Jundi al so argues that he was deni ed due process because the
i mm gration judge announced his conclusion on the waiver issue
before Jundi’s counsel was allowed to conduct a direct
exam nation of Jundi. This court does have jurisdiction to
review constitutional clainms. § 1252(a)(2)(D). However, as the
wai ver Jundi sought was purely discretionary, he was not deprived
of any liberty interest and thus no due process right attached.

See Assaad, 378 F.3d at 475; Qutierrez-Mrales v. Homan, 461 F. 3d

605, 609 (5th Cir. 2006).

Jundi al so chal l enges the denial of his request for
cancel l ation of renoval. The finding that Jundi had not
established that his U S. citizen children would face hardship if
he were renoved invol ved the exercise of discretion; therefore,
this court lacks jurisdiction to review the determ nation. Rueda

v. Ashcroft, 380 F.3d 831, 831 (5th Gr. 2004); see also

§ 1252(a)(2)(B)(i).

PETI TI ON FOR REVI EW DEN ED.



