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Before:  CANBY, IKUTA, and WATFORD, Circuit Judges. 

Lijuan Zhu, a native and citizen of China, petitions for review of the Board

of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order denying her motion to reopen.  We dismiss

the petition for review.                                                                                          

We lack jurisdiction to review the BIA’s discretionary decision not to invoke
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its sua sponte authority to reopen proceedings under 8 C.F.R. § 1003.2(a).  See

Mejia-Hernandez v. Holder, 633 F.3d 818, 823-24 (9th Cir. 2011).

We also lack jurisdiction to consider Zhu’s contentions regarding the

hardship her removal will cause her U.S. citizen husband and her claim of

ineffective assistance of counsel where she did not raise these contentions before

the BIA.  See Barron v. Ashcroft, 358 F.3d 674, 678 (9th Cir. 2004) (this court

lacks jurisdiction over contentions not raised before the BIA); see also Puga v.

Chertoff, 488 F.3d 812, 815-816 (9th Cir. 2007) (indicating that ineffective

assistance of counsel claims must be raised in a motion to reopen before the BIA). 

Zhu’s remaining contentions are without merit. 

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED.


