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$" "9 
IN BEITAPE OF PETITIONER. , 

INSrTKt;CTIONS: 
'This is the dccisnon in your case. A11 documents have been returned to ette ufiice &at osigrnally decided your case. 
Any fusrhor inquiry muse be made ro that office 

If you believe the law was inappropriately applied or the analysis used rn reaching tlae decision was Inconsistent wa& 
the ~nformaclon provided or wlrh precedent decasions, you may file a motion to reconsider Such a motion must state 
the reasons fur reconsrderation and Fre supported by any pertinent precedent decisrons. Any motion to reconsider must 
be fnled within 30 days of the dccision thae motion seeks to reconsider. as required ander 8 C.i*.R. 103 S(a)(i)(k). 

if  you have new or additional information thae you wish to have considered, you may BIc a ~~lokion m rcopcn. Such a 
motion musx state the new %acts to be proved ar the reopened proceedi~g and be supporlcd by affidavits or othcr 
documentary evidcmce. Any moklon to reopen mast be filed within 30 days of &e decision that thc motion seeks to 
reopen, except that failure to file before this period expires may be excused in the discretion of the Service where it is 
demonstrated that rhe delay was reasonable and beyond h e  control of h e  applicant or petitioner. @. 

Any motion must be tiled with the office that originally decided your case along with a k e  of $ 1  k O as required under 
8 C.F.R. 103.7. 

FOR THE ASSOCIATE COMMISSIONER, 
E X A M E X ~ I O X S  

Adrninistrarive Appeals OfEcr (1 C/ 



DISCUSSION: The immigrant visa petition was initially approved by 
the Director, California Service Center. On the basis of rLew 

ififormation received 2nd on f u r t h e r  review of t h e  r eco rd ,  'ihe 
director decermineci that the petitioner was not eligible for the 
benefit sought. Accordingly, the d:rector properly served the 
petitioner with riotice of incent to revoke the approval of ehe 
preference visa petition, ar,d her reasons therefore, and ultimately 
revoked the approval of the petition on April 17, 2002. The maLter 
is now before the Associate Commissioner for Examinations on 
appeal, The appea l  will be rejected as untimely filed. 

The regulation at 8 C , F . R .  2G5.2jd) indicates that revocations of 
approvals nzst be appealed within 15 days after the service of the 
notice of revociltlon. The record indica"Les that the ~otice of 
revocation was mailed on April 17, 2 0 0 2 .  The appeal was filed on 
May 6, 2 0 C 2 ,  1 9  6ays after the decision was mailed. Thus, the 
appeal was not timely file&. 

8 C . F . W .  103 (a) ( 2 )  (v) (B) (1) states that an appeal which is not 
filed within t h e  time allowed xxst be rejected as inproperly filed. 
In such a case, any f i l i n g  f e e  t h e  Service has accepted will not be 
refunded, 

ORDER : The appeal is rejected as unt imely filed. 


