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Martin Vargas-Pueblo, a native and citizen of Mexico, filed
a petition for reviewin this court challenging the Board of
| mm gration Appeals’ (BIA) decision affirmng the Inmgration
Judge's (1J) denial of relief under fornmer § 212(c) of the
I mm gration and Nationality Act.

The REAL | D Act generally precludes judicial review of
di scretionary decisions of the Attorney General, including the
grant or denial of a waiver of renovability. 8 U S. C

8§ 1252(a)(2)(B)(ii); see Gutierrez-Mdrales v. Honman, 461 F.3d

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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605, 609 (5th Gr. 2006). However, none of these provisions
“shall be construed as precluding review of constitutional clains
or questions of |aw raised upon a petition for review . ”

8§ 1252(a)(2)(D).

Vargas argues that the BIA erred when it affirmed the 1J’s
denial of 8 212(c) relief. He clainms that the 1J's inproper bias
agai nst himviol ated due process. However, Vargas's claimis
unavailing. Section 212(c) relief is available only within the

broad di scretion of the Attorney General and is not “a right that

is protected by due process.” See United States v. Lopez-Otiz,

313 F. 3d 225, 231 (5th Gr. 2002). Therefore, this court | acks

jurisdiction to review Vargas’s challenge to the Bl A s decision

affirmng the 1J’s denial of his application for 8§ 212(c) relief.
Accordingly, the petition is DI SM SSED for |ack of

jurisdiction.



