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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the Officer in Charge, Lima, Peru, and is now on
appeal before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). The appeal will be rejected.

The record indicates that the Officer in Charge issued the decision on March 3, 2005. It is noted that the
Officer in Charge properly gave notice to the petitioner that he had 33 days to file the appeal and that the
appeal was to be sent directly to the U.S. Embassy in Lima, Peru.

As the Officer in Charge in Lima, Peru made the decision, the appeal should have been filed in Lima, Peru.
The petitioner initially incorrectly filed the appeal directly with the Administrative Appeals Office in
Washington, DC on March 21, 2005. Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) in Newark, New Jersey
subsequently received the appeal on March 29, 2005. The CIS office in Newark, New Jersey did not have
jurisdiction over the case and accepted the appeal in error. Thus, the appeal will be rejected.

As the appeal was incorrectly filed, the appeal must be rejected.

ORDER: The appeal is rejected.


