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ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Encloscd pIcase find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your casco All of the documents 

related to this matter have been returned to the office that originally decided your case. Please be advised that 

any further inquiry that you might have concerning your case must be made to that office. 

If you helieve the law was inappropriately applied by us in reaching our decision, or you have additional 

infurmation that you wish to have considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to rcopen. The 
specific requirements for filing such a request can be found at 8 C.F.R. § 103.5. All motions must hc 

suhmitted to the office that originally decided your case by filing a Form 1-2908, Notice of Appeal or Motion, 

with a fee of $630. Please be aware that 8 C.F.R. § I03.5(a)(1)(i) requires that any motion must be filed 

within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or reopcn. 
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erry Rhew, 

Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 
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DISCUSSION: The Field Office Director, San Francisco, California denied the Application for 
Permission to Reapply for Admission into the United States after Deportation or Removal (Form 
1-212) and the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) rejected an appeal and dismissed a motion to 
reconsider. The matter is now before the AAO on a second motion to reconsider. The motion to 
reconsider will be dismissed. 

In the second motion to reconsider, counsel submits a brief setting forth the same, identical arguments 
she set forth in her first motion to reconsider. See Brief in Support of Motion to Reconsider, dated 
October 22, 2010. In support of her motion to reconsider, counsel submits only the referenced brief 
and copies of documentation already in the record. The entire record was reviewed in rendering a 
decision in this case. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a) provides, in pertinent part: 

(3) Requirements for motion to reconsider. 
A motion to reconsider must state the reasons for reconsideration and 
be supported by any pertinent precedent decisions to establish that the 
decision was based on an incorrect application of law or Service 
policy. A motion to reconsider a decision on an application or petition 
must, when filed, also establish that the decision was incorrect based 
on the evidence of record at the time of the initial decision. 

As discussed in the AAO's prior decision, counsel has failed to establish that the AAO's prior 
decisions were based upon an incorrect application of law or U.S. Citizenship and Immigration 
Services (USCIS) policy. Accordingly, the motion to reconsider is dismissed pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 
103.5(a)(4) for failing to meet applicable requirements, and the order dismissing the appeal is 
affirmed. 

ORDER: The motion is dismissed. The order dismissing the appeal is affirmed. 


