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ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Enclosed plc;~sc lind the decision o l  the Administr;~tivc Appeals Olfice in your casc. All of the documents 
rcl;~tcd t ~ )  this matter havc hccn returned to the office that originally decided your casc. Please he ;idvised that 
a n y  furthcr inquiry that you might havc concerning your case must he made to that olficc. 

If  you hclicve thc law was inappropriately applied hy us i n  reaching our decision, or you havc additional 
information that you wish lo have considered, you may Cile a motion to reconsider or a motion to rcopcn. The 
specific requirements for filing such a rcqucst can hc found at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.5. All motions must hc 
suhlnitted to the office that originally decided your casc hy filing :I Form 1-2908, Nc)ticc of Appeal or  Motion, 
with a fee o l  $630. Plcasc he aware that 8 C.F.R. $ 103.i(a)(l)(i) requires that any motic~n must he filctl 
within 30 days ofthe decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or rcopcn. 

T h ~ l  ou, 

Perry Rhcw 
Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 



DISCUSSION: The Director, Texas Service Center (director), denied the immigrant visa petition. 
The petitioner appealed the decision, and the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) dismissed the 
appeal. The matter is currently before the AAO on appeal. The appeal will be rejected. 

Thc petitioner claims to be a silk printing business. It seeks to employ the beneficiary perm;tnently 
in the United States as a silk screen printer pursuant to section 203(b)(3) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. # 1153(b)(3). The petition is accompanied by a Form ETA 750, 
Application for Alien Employment Certification (labor certification), approved by the U.S. 
Department of Labor. 

On October 2, 2008, the director denied the petition. The director's decision concludes that the 
petitioner had failed to establish that it has had the ability to pay the proffered wage from the priority 
date. The petitioner appealed the decision on November 3, 2008. On September 27, 2010, the AAO 
dismissed thc appeal. The petitioner appealed the AAO's decision on October 25, 2010. 

The petitioner's appeal must be rejected. The AAO does not exercise appellate jurisdiction over 
AAO decisions. The AAO exercises appellate jurisdiction over the matters described at 8 C.F.R. $ 
103.l(f)(3)(iii) (as in effect on February 28, 2003). See DHS Delegation Number 0150.1; 8 C.F.R. # 
103.3(a)(iv). Accordingly, since the AAO does not have jurisdiction over appeals ot AAO 
decisions, this appeal is not properly before the AAO. 

As the appeal was not properly filed. and as there is no law or regu1;ltion permitting the filing of 
multiple appeals of the same petition, the petitioner's current appeal must be rejected. 8 C.F.R. $ 
103.3(a)(2)(v)(A)(I). 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected. 


