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IN: The waiver application was denied by the Officer in Charge, Vienna, Austria. A subsequent
smissed by the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). The matter is now before the AAO on a
ypen. The motion will be dismissed and the previous decisions of the District Director and the
affirmed.

flects that the applicant is a native and citizen of Poland who was found to be inadmissible to the
(U.S.) under § 212(a)(2)(A)(1)(I) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C.
A)(i)(D), for having been convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude. The applicant is the
en of the United States and is the beneficiary of an approved petition for alien relative. The
ks a waiver of inadmissibility pursuant to § 212(h) of the Act 8US.C. § 1182(h) in order to
Inited States to reside with his U.S. citizen father

h charge concluded that the applicant had failed to establish that extreme hardship would be
1 the applicant’s father and denied the application accordingly. The AAO affirmed the officer in
sion on appeal.

submitted a Form I-290B Notice of Appeal on which he indicated that additional evidence was
ed with the form. No additional evidence was included with the form, however, nor has the
1 any further documentation from the applicant. Therefore, the record is complete. On the Form
pplicant’s U.S. citizen father writes that he is awaiting the results of recent medical exams. No
rding the type of examination or the nature of the medical problem involved was included on
applicant has, thus, not submitted any new information for the record.

3.5(a) states in pertinent part:

Motions to reopen or reconsider

(2) Requirements for motion to reopen. A motion to reopen must state the new facts
to be proved in the reopened proceeding and be supported by affidavits or other
documentary evidence.

(4) Processing motions in proceedings before the Service. A motion that does not
meet applicable requirements shall be dismissed

pplicant has failed to state any new facts or to include any supporting documentary evidence
es not meet the requirements outlined above, and it must be dismissed.

3

e motion is dismissed and the previous decisions of the District Director and the AAO will be




