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DISCUSSION: The Director, Vermont Service Center, denied the immigrant visa petition. On appeal, the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) remanded the petition for further action by the director. The matter is
now before the AAO upon certification of the director's subsequent, adverse decision. The July 5, 2007 decision
of the director will be withdrawn and the case will be remanded to the director for further consideration and
entry of a new decision.

A review of the record reveals that the director's Notice of Intent to ated December 8, 2006
and subse~fication decision dated July 5, 2007 were sent to the petitioner's former
counsel. _ ceased his representation of the petitioner in May 2006. Therefore, the decision of the
director must be withdrawn and the case remanded for the purpose of the issuance of a new NOlO as well as a
new final decision to the petitioner at his address of record. The new decision, if adverse to the petitioner,
shall be certified to this office for review.

As always, the burden of proof in visa petition proceedings remains entirely with the petitioner. Section 291
of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361.

ORDER: The director's decision is withdrawn; however, the AAO may not approve the petition at this
time. Because the petition is not approvable, the petition is remanded to the director for issuance
of a new, detailed decision which, if adverse to the petitioner, is to be certified to the AAO for
reVIew.


