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[NMSTROCTIGNS:
This i5 e decisiom m vinr case. A decoments ke been remmed oo thee oftics which eriginaliv decided your case.
Any turther inquire mwst be mads o hal alfice.

If you beliava the law was mappropoately spplied or the anabrsis wsod inoreachiog e decision was iocensisient wilh
the anformudon provided or with precedenr declsions, wou may e 2 molion e recendider. Soch o mation mays state
e weasens for ceconsideracon and ke sepported by any pertinent precedent decisicns. Any eslion 1 tecimzdder misr
bie filed within 30 Japs of e decision diat the maoton seeks W reconsider, s required uoder 5 ©.F R, 103 31231910,

If you have now or addicional mformeamon which sou wish wo have consickened, won may {ile 2 moton wo recpan. Such
@ 1nolcon musk sate the new fazes o be peovad ot the recpensd procesdinge and be aapporivd by alfidsvts or other
decumantary 2vidence. Amy molion o renpen muast he tiled wichin 30 days of e decision tul de mobion see ks o
Teapen, exuept thar failure o fite hefore this peciod expires may be exeused inthe diserction of e Servics where i i
dempsoetred thal the delay was teasomable and beyond e control of the applicant e petilisner. Td.

Any modon st be (led wilh O ol which onginally decided your ;a3 along with o e of $1 10 as wequined
under 8 CF.R. 3T
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DISCUSSION: Tho immigrant visa petition was iritizlly apbrored by
tase Dhrector, Varmonth Sorwvioc Oonbtor. T —hoe wasia of new
Lafarmation recelved zrd or farther zeview of the record, Lhe
direczor dekbermined Lhas Lhe geliliozer was nob =2ligible [or the
Ernofit scaght. Aoonedingly, the director properly acrvcd the
pecitionar with notice of intent to revoke the aporoval of Lhe
prelfersiioe visa peticlion, anod his reasons therefore, and ul-imately

revoked the approvsl of the petiticon on Decomber 3, 20407, The
wazter ia now hafore the Aspoc’ate Jowmmissiconer Zor EXamingl ions oo
appea’. Thas appeal w ll be rejaoled aeg anlimely Eiled.

Tag vroogulation at 8 CO7.R. 206, 7{d) indicatea that revocations of
approvala magt be appealed within 15 days afler Lhe service o the

nowice of revocakion, ITne record irdicakes Ekat the notics of
revocaticn was mailed on Decembsr 3, 2901, The apoeal waz £oled or
Cecember 26, 2001, 23 dayvs after the decisicn was mailed., “hus,

the appeal was not timely IZiled.

1t 1la robted that the district director errconeouszly allowed Lhe
pe-itioner 30 davys co file the appeal (33 dava it che nolice was
de’ivered by maill. The director’s arroer doses not, anc cannot,
suparsads the regulation vegsrding the time allotted bo appeal a
rovooptian,

8 C.F.R. 103(a){Z2){v1{3){(.) mtates that a1 aprpeal which is not
[iled within tke time allewed must bha re’ected aa improperly £ilsd.
In such a case, any tiling tee ths Service has arcepted will ot be
refunded.

ORDER: The aopoal ia rejected as unbinely [iled.



