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PETITION: Application for Advance Processing of Orphan Petition pursuant it0 8 C.F.R. 6 iM.l(c) 
i 

This is {he decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All docdnents have been returned to 
the offiqe that originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to khat office. 

I V  * Robert B. Wiemann. Director 
Admini trative Appeals Office 8 
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I DISCU SION: The District Director, of the Atlanta, Georgia, Citizenship an Immigration Services (CIS) 
district ffice denied the Application for Advance Processing of Orphan Petition. The matter is now before the 
Adrnini trative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be rejected. 

reflects that the district director issued a request for evidence on Janu 27, 2004. In that letter, the 
requested that the prospective adoptive parents provide a home stud and certified dispositions for 

adoptive parents' arrests. I 
adoptive parents did not respond to the district director's 

the petition on April 22, 2004. In her decision, the noted the applicants' 
certified arrest dispositions as requested. The district noted that the 
preparer gave an unfavorable recommendation to the 

cited 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(13) and noted that the 
district director's request for evidence was 

I 
I 

the prospective adoptive parents submitted their appeal. with the appeal, the 
parents submitted additional documentation, including for the prospective 

DUL arrest, and both prospective adoptive parents' arrests 

2004, the prospective adoptive parents submitted additional to supplement their 
to include a new home study, the disposition for the DUI arrest, and 

There is, however, no regulation that allows an 
has been filed. The 

to the AAU for 

"items [will] be coming under 
additional documents, 

I 
I I 

this issue to be of little consequence, however, as the regulation at 8 §103.2(b)(15) states, in 
part, "a denial due to abandonment may not be appealed, but an may file a motion 

district director advised the petitioner that he could file an appeal, in akcordance with 8 C.F.R. 
this office has no jurisdiction over the instant appeal. Rather,' 8 C.F.R. 0 103.5(a)(2) 

due to abandonment may be challenged in a motion to reopkn before the office that 
based on limited arguments. 

The appeal is rejected. 


