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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, California Service Center,
and the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) dismissed a subsequent appeal. We reaffirmed our
decision on a motion to reopen. The matter is again before us on motion to reconsider. The motion
will be dismissed.

The petitioner is a citizen of the United States who seeks to classify the beneficiary, a native and citizen
of Laos, as the fiancé(e) of a United States citizen pursuant to section 101(a)(15)(K) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(15)(K).

The director denied the petition after determining that the petitioner was subject to the multiple filing
bar, had been convicted of a violent offense, and that the record did not establish extraordinary
circumstances to justify a waiver of the filing limitation. On appeal and again on motion, we affirmed
the director’s decision.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(1)(i) states, in pertinent part, that any motion to reconsider an
action must be filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider. Further,
8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(4) states, in pertinent part, that a motion that does not meet applicable requirements
shall be dismissed.

The record reflects that our decision of May 8, 2014, was sent to the petitioner at his address of record.
Although the petitioner dated his motion brief on July 15, 2014, the director did not initially receive the
motion until July 21, 2014. The director rejected the submission as improperly filed, and accepted the
motion for filing on July 24, 2014, or 77 days after our decision. Accordingly, the motion shall be
dismissed as untimely filed.

ORDER: The motion is dismissed.



