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DISCUSSION: The Director, California Service Center, denied the employment-based preference 
visa petition on December 8, 2009. The petitioner appealed the decision to the Administrative Appeals 
Office (AAO) on January 7. 2010. The AAO dismissed the appeal on July 7,2011. The petitioner 
filed a subsequent appeal with the AAO on August 4, 20 II. The AAO will reject the appeal. 

The petitioner is a church. It seeks to classify the beneficiary as a special immigrant religious worker 
pursuant to section 203(b)(4) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.c. ~ IIS3(b)(4), 
to perform services as a bible teacher. 

In her December 8, 2009 decision, the director determined that the petitioner had not established that 
it is a bona fide nonprofit religious organization, that it exists as a religious organization, and that 
there is a valid job offer to the beneficiary. The AAO dismissed the petitioner's appeal on July 7, 
2011. On August 4, 2011, the petitioner appealed the AAO's decision rather than filing a motion to 
reopen or reconsider. 

The petitioner's August 4, 2011 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. § 103.1(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, the appeal is not properly before the AAO. 

Therefore, as the appeal was not properly filed, it will be rejected. 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected. 


