United States Court of Appeals

Fifth Circuit
FILED
IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH CIRCUI T March 26, 2007

Charles R. Fulbruge llI
Clerk

No. 06-60632
Summary Cal endar

MEI HUA CHEN

Petitioner,
vVer sus
ALBERTO R. GONZALES, U. S. ATTORNEY GENERAL

Respondent .

Petition for Review of an Order of the
Board of I mm gration Appeals
(BI'A No. A98 880 761)

Before SMTH, WENER, and ONEN, Ci rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Petitioner Mei Hua Chen seeks review of an order of the Board
of Immgration Appeals (BIA) that denied her notion to reopen
renmoval proceedings. In April 2005, an Immgration Judge (I1J)
ordered Chen renoved in absentia. In March 2006, after two prior
nmotions to reopen had been denied, Chen filed her third nmotion to
reopen. The BIA denied Chen’s third notion to reopen as
numerically barred pursuant to 8 CF.R 8 1003.2(c)(2) and al so
noted that, even if the notion were not nunber barred, it would be

denied for failing to establish a claimof ineffective assistance

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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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



of counsel. Chen argues that the BIAerred in finding that she had
not established a claimof ineffective assistance of counsel and
that, as a result, the BIA abused its discretion in finding her
nmoti on nunerically barred.

As Chen previously filed two other notions to reopen, her
third notion to reopen was barred by the nunerical limtation set
forth in 8§ 1003.2(c)(2), which permts only one notion to reopen.
The BI A did not abuse its discretion in denying Chen’s notion to

reopen. See Lara v. Trom nski, 216 F.3d 487, 496 (5th Cr. 2000).

Furthernore, we agree with the BIA s observation regarding Chen’s
failure to establish a viable claimof ineffective assistance of
counsel. Chen’'s petition for reviewis

DENI ED.



