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Petiti oner Manuel Angui ano-Arteaga (Angui ano) appeals (1) the
Board of Immgration Appeals’ (BIA) reversal of the immgration
judge’s grant of a waiver of inadmssibility and (2) the BIA s
final order of renoval based on Anguiano’s comm ssion of an
aggravat ed fel ony. Angui ano argues that his crinme of indecency
wth a child by exposure was not an aggravated felony. The
respondent argues that we lack jurisdiction under 8 US. C

§ 1252(a)(2)(0).

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



We have hel d that, under 8§ 1252(a)(2)(C), jurisdictionwll be
precl uded when the alien is renovable for commtting an aggravated

f el ony. See Nehne v. [INS, 252 F.3d 415, 420 (5th Cr. 2001).

Angui ano’ s conviction under TeEx. PENaL CoDE ANN. 8§ 21.11(a)(2) is an

aggravated felony. See United States v. Zaval a-Sustaita, 214 F.3d

601, 607 (5th Gr. 2000). Consequently, we lack jurisdiction to
consider his petition. See § 1252(a)(2)(C); Nehne, 252 F.3d at
420. In addition, we lack jurisdiction over the BIA s
“discretionary exercise of its power to reviewand reverse the IJ' s
grant of, rather thaneligibility for, section 212(c) relief.” See

Del gado- Reynua v. Gonzales, 450 F.3d 596, 600 (5th GCr

2006) per cent. We therefore dismss this portion of Anguiano' s
petition for review

Angui ano al so argues that the BIA should have renmanded the
matter to the immgration judge rather than ordering himrenoved.
The BIA did not exceed the scope of its authority in so doing.

See Del gado-Reynua, 450 F.3d at 600-601. This portion of

Angui ano’ s petition for review is therefore denied.
PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMSSED IN PART FOR LACK OF

JURI SDI CTI ON; DENI ED I N PART.



