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INSTRUCTIONS:

"This is the decisin i your case. Al documents have been reuened to the oifics which originally decided your vase.
Any tynther Wquiny must be made w G office.

[ yon believe the law wis insppropriscly applicd of the analysis used in reaching the decision was inconsisem wilh the
iufurmation provided or with preesdont decisions, yao may file & miminn to reconsider. Such o owsivm maust state the
rcasons for reconsideration and he spparted by any penigent precedent decisions. Any murtion o recousidar must be filsd
within 30 days of the decision tat the motion seeks o Teconsider, as required unker 8 CER. 103,500 1{3.

If you have new or addirivaal mfurcestion which yon wish to have considered, you may file 2 motion 5 redpen. Such
a motivn must state the new facts W be prived ac the Teopensd procseding and be xupparted by stfidavitg or uther
documentary evidence, Any motion 1o respen mus he filed wichin 30 days of the decision diat e matinn seeks 6 reopen,
cxecpt that failure o file hefore this period cxpires may be exvused in the dissretion of te Service where it is
detnonmsirated that the delay was reasonable and beyond the coitrol of e applivan or petitioner, Jd,

Any motion must be filed with the oftice whick oviginally decided yior case slong with 2 fee of 511G as requred under
B CFR. 103.7.
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DIZCUSSION: ‘1he application was denied by the District Dirccoor,
Miami, Flerida, whe cercified his decistion to the Asgociale
Commissicnar, Examinaticma, for review. The district director’s
decialon wlll pe afli-med.

The applicant s a native and citizen ofF Cuba who filed this
applization for adjustmenc of aLalus to that of a lawSul permanent
resideul under section 1 of the Cuban Adijustmert Act of Navsmber 2,
1366. This Act prowvidss for the adjustmens of scatus of any alian
whe 1s a native or citizen aof Cuka and who has been irspected ard
adnmitted or paroled into the Uniled SLates subsecusn: to January 1,
195%, and has bsen ohaysically pressrt in the United Statew [or at
least one year, to that of an alien lawtully admitled for permanant
vesidenze Lf the alien is eligible Lo receive an fmmigrant v:gs and
is admiesible to the United States for pormanent »ediderce.

The district director found the applicant inad-issikle to the
Jnited States because she [alls within the purview cf seclion
212{a) (2} (A} (i) {I) of the Immigration and Nationalily Act (the
Ack)}, 8 U.s.C. 11BZ{a) (2) &) (L) (I}. The district director,
therefore, concluded czhat the applicant was ineligibla for
adjustment of status and denied the aspplication.

The applicant has provided ae stazem=az or additional evidence or
notice of cerLilication.

Section 212{a) {2) of the Act, & U.8.C. 1182(a) (2}, provides thnat
a.iens inadmigeible and ineliginle to receive visaa and fneligible
tc be admitted Lo Lhe Urited States incolude:

{a} (1) Any alien aonvictzd of, or who admits having
comritted, or who admits committing acts which constituts
the casential elementsa of --

tl} a crime invelving moral curpi-ude (other than
a purely political cifensee) or an attempt or oonapiracy
to commit guch & orime, or. ...

The record reflects the folleowing:

1. On January 6, 13%0, iz the Circuir ard Courty {ourtg of
the Slevenlh Judicial Ziroudt, Dade County, Florida, Case No.
he applicant was convicted of petit larceny/cheft,. She

was senterced to credii [or time scrved.

2. Un Decembar 7, 152%, in the Circuit and Courty Courts of
the EBlsventh Judicial Circuil, Dads Counzy, Florida, Casn Ko,

Fthe spplicant was convicted of petil larceny/thoft.
mjudiezlion of guilc wag withheld and she was sentencsd to 10 days
gradit Zor time sarvad, '
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Theft or larceny, whether grand ox petty, is a crime involving
moral turpitude. Matter of Scarpulla, 15 I&N Dec. 139 [BIA 18745 ;
Moragch w. INS, 363 F.2d¢d 3¢ {3tk Cir. 1966). The apglicanL i=,
therefore, inadmisgible ko the United Btates pursuant teo sesgtion
212 (a} [2} (A} (1) (I} of the Act based cn ker convictions of orimes
invelving moral turpitude.

The applicant was offered an coporzunity to submit evidence in
opposizion to the district director’s Yindings. Mo additioral
evidence has besrn ertared ints tae recard of proceeding. FPFurther,
the applicant is not the recipien: of aa approved waiver of guch
grounds of Zradmissibility, nor iz there evidense in the record
chat she is eligible to file for such 3 waiver.

The applicant is neligikle for adjustment ¢f status o permanent
resldence pursvant to section 1 of the Ret of November 2, 194&,
The deciszion of the district director o deny the application will
he affirmed.

ORDER : The district dirootor'as decision is affirmed,



