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INSTRUCTIONS: 

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to 
the office that originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to that ofice. 

If you believe the law was inappropriately applied or you have additional information that you wish to have 
considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen. Please refer to 8 C.F.R. fj 103.5 for 
the specific requirements. All motions must be submitted to the office that originally decided your case by 
filing a Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, with a fee of $585. Any motion must be filed within 30 
days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or reopen, as required by 8 C.F.R. f j  103.5(a)(l)(i). 

Perry Rhew 
Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 



DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the District Director, Los Angeles, 
California, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will 
be dismissed. 

inadmissible to the United States under section 212(a)(2)(A)(i)(I) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 5 
1182(a)(2)(A)(i)(I), for having been convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude. The applicant 
sought a waiver of inadmissibility pursuant to section 212(h) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. tj 1182(h), so as to 
adjust status in the United States. The director denied the wavier application, finding that the 
applicant failed to establish that his admission would impose extreme hardship on a qualifying 
relative. Decision of the Director, dated February 8,2007. The applicant filed a timely appeal. 

On appeal, counsel contends that the applicant and his daughter have a close relationship and he is 
dependent upon her. Counsel maintains that the applicant's daughter has no ties to Belize. Counsel 
claims that the director failed to consider the totality of the circumstances in the hardship 
determination. Counsel submits a letter, dated May 5, 2006, by a psychiatric social worker that 
conveys that the applicant receives treatment for schizophrenia. 

Section 212(a)(2)(A) of the Act states in pertinent part: 

(i) [Alny alien convicted of, or who admits having committed, or who admits 
committing acts which constitute the essential elements of- 

(I) a crime involving moral turpitude . . . or an attempt or conspiracy to 
commit such a crime . . . is inadmissible. 

The Board of Immigration Appeals (BIA) held in Matter of Perez-Contreras, 20 I&N Dec. 6 15,617- 
1 8 (BIA 1 992), that: 

[Mloral turpitude is a nebulous concept, which refers generally to conduct that shocks 
the public conscience as being inherently base, vile, or depraved, contrary to the rules 
of morality and the duties owed between man and man, either one's fellow man or 
society in general.. .. 

In determining whether a crime involves moral turpitude, we consider whether the act 
is accompanied by a vicious motive or corrupt mind. Where knowing or intentional 
conduct is an element of an offense, we have found moral turpitude to be present. 
However, where the required mens rea may not be determined from the statute, moral 
turpitude does not inhere. 

(Citations omitted.) 

The certificate from the Su~reme Court of Belize reflects that the amlicant on Januarv 1. 1976. 
z z 

intentionally and unlawfully caused a dangerous harm to I The 
applicant was found guilty of attempted murder and sentenced to 15 years imprisonment. Attempted 
murder is a crime involving moral turpitude. See Matter of~waijane, 14 I&N Dec. 117 (BIA 1972). 



Thus, the applicant is inadmissible under section 212(a)(2)(A)(i)(I) of the Act for having been 
convicted of attempted murder, a crime involving moral turpitude. 

In that section 212(h) of the Act states that no waiver is available in the case of an alien who has 
been convicted of attempted murder, the applicant is not eligible for a section 212(h) waiver. 

Accordingly, the appeal will be dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. The waiver application is denied. 


