U.S. Department of Homeland Security
20 Mass, Rm. A3042, 425 | Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20529

| idenﬁfying data deleted to U.S. Citizenship
ill)ll‘event clearly unwarranted and Immigration
vasion of personal privacy Services

PUBLIC COPY

TEXAS SERVICE CENTER Date:  OCT 1 7 2005

Office:

IN RE: Petitioner:
Beneficiary:

Immigrant Petition for Alien Worker as a Multinational Executive or Manager Pursuant to

Petition:
Section 203(b)(1)(C) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1153(b)(1)(C)

IN BEHALF OF PETITIONER:

INSTRUCTIONS:

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to
the office that originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to that office.

obert P. Wiemann, Director
Administrative Appeals Office

www.,uscis.gov



Page 2

DISCUSSION: The Director, Texas Service Center, denied the employment-based visa petition. The matter
is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be rejected pursuant to
the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)}(v)(A).

The petitioner filed the immigrant petition seeking to classify the beneficiary as a multinational manager or
executive pursuant to section 203(b)(1)(C) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C.
§ 1153(b)(1)(C). The petitioner is a limited liability corporation that is engaged in the sale of beauty supply
products in the State of Georgia. It seeks to employ the beneficiary as its president. The director concluded
that the petitioner had not demonstrated that the beneficiary would be employed by the United States entity in
a primarily managerial or executive capacity and consequently, denied the petition.

Counsel indicated on the Form G-28, Entry of Appearance as Attorney or Representative, that he represented
the beneficiary in the filing of the instant petition. Additionally, counsel indicates on Form 1-290B that he is
representing the beneficiary in the present appeal. Neither document identifies the petitioner as a represented
party. Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) regulations specifically prohibit a beneficiary of a visa
petition, or a representative acting on a beneficiary’s behalf, from filing a petition; the beneficiary of a visa
petition is not a recognized party in a proceeding. 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(a)(3). As the beneficiary is not a
recognized party, counsel is not authorized to file an appeal. 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(iii)(B).

As the appeal was not properly filed, it will be rejected. 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(2)(2)(v)(A)(1).

ORDER: The appeal is rejected.



