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Date: FEB 2 4 2009 

IN RE: Applicant: 

APPLICATION: Application for Status as a Permanent Resident pursuant to Section 11 04 of the 
Legal Immigration Family Equity (LIFE) Act of 2000, Pub. L. 106-553, 1 14 
Stat. 2762 (2000), amended by LIFE Act Amendments, Pub. L. 106-554, 114 
Stat. 2763 (2000). 

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. If your appeal was dismissed or 
rejected, all documents have been returned to the National Benefits Center. You no longer have a case 
pending before this office, and you are not entitled to file a motion to reopen or reconsider your case. If your 
appeal was sustained or remanded for further action, you will be contacted. 

*! 
2: 

4" 

. < . " 3 .  C* br 

' 

John F. Grissom, Acting Chief 
~dministrative Appeals Office 
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DISCUSSION: The application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family 
Equity (LIFE) Act was denied by the Director, Los Angeles, and a subsequent appeal was dismissed 
by the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). The applicant has now submitted a motion to reopen 
to the AAO. The motion will be rejected. 

Pursuant to 8 C.F.R. 9 103.5(b), motions to reopen legalization proceedings and special agricultural 
worker proceedings under sections 245A and 210 of the Immigration and Nationality Act shall not 
be considered. Accordingly, the motion must be rejected. 

The AAO notes that on July 11, 2008, when it dismissed the applicant's appeal, the applicant 
remained convicted of three misdemeanor offenses. Subsequently, on August 20, 2008, the 
applicant obtained post-conviction relief ordering one of the applicant's previous misdemeanor 
offenses dismissed nuncpro tunc to November 25,2002. The record does not explain why the court 
initially erred in finding the applicant convicted of the misdemeanor offense. The AAO declines to 
sua sponte reopen its previous decision. 

ORDER: The motion to reopen is rejected. 


