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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the Field Office Director, Los Angeles, 
California, and a subsequent appeal was dismissed by the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). The 
AAO's decision is now before the AAO on appeal. The appeal will be rejected. 

The applicant is a native and citizen of Nicaragua who was found to be inadmissible to the United 
States pursuant to section 212(a)(2)(A)(i)(I) of the Act, 8 U.S.c. § I I 82(a)(2)(A)(i)(I), for having 
been convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude. The field office director found that the 
applicant had failed to establish extreme hardship to a qualifying relative and the application was 
denied accordingly. Decision of the Field Office Director, dated September 8, 2008. The AAO 
dismissed the subsequent appeal, finding that the applicant was inadmissible under section 
212(a)(2)(A)(i)(I) of the Act, that he failed to establish extreme hardship to a qualifying relative, and 
that he did not qualify for a waiver under section 212(h) of the Act. Decision of the AAO, dated July 20, 
2011. 

On page 1 of the Form I-290B Notice of Appeal or Motion filed in response to the AAO dismissal, 
counsel for the applicant checked the box which indicates, "I am filing an appeal. My brief and/or 
additional evidence will be submitted to the AAO within 30 days." Form 1-290B, received August 18, 
2011. As explained on the cover sheet for the AAO decision of July 20, 2011, an applicant who 
believes the AAO incorrectly applied the law or who wishes to submit additional information may file a 
motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen. 8 C.F.R. § 103.S(a)(l)(ii) There is nothing in the 
regulations allowing for an administrative appeal of an AAO decision. 

Consequently, although an applicant may file a motion to reopen or a motion to reconsider an AAO 
decision pursuant to 8 C.F.R. §103.S, there is no appeal of that decision. Accordingly, the appeal must 
be rejected. 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected. 


