U.S. Department of Homeland Security
20 Mass. Ave, N\W. Rm. A3042

idenhf i Washington, DC 20529
e ey el g
U.S. Citizenshi
Vasion of pel'sonal pﬂw g_(r:lgr iléggnjgrati%n
PUBLIC COPY

e [ o v P w29 s

IN RE: Petitioner:
Beneficiary

PETITION: Petition for Special Immigrant Juvenile Pursuant to Section 203(b)(4) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1153(b)(4), as described at Section 101(a)(27)XJ) of the Act, 8
U.S.C. § 1101(a)(27)])

ON 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.
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DISCUSSION: The District Director, Miami revoked the special immigrant visa petition. The matter is now
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAQ) on appeal. The appeal will be rejected.

The beneficiary is an eighteen-year-old native and citizen of the Bahamas who seeks classification as a
special immigrant juvenile pursuant to section 203(b)(4) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8
U.S.C. § 1153(b)(4).

The district director issued a decision on August October 13, 2004, notifying the beneficiary of the automatic
revocation of the petition.

On appeal, the beneficiary challenges the automatic revocation of the petition by asserting that Citizenship
and Immigration Services (CIS) did not adjudicate the applications in a timely manner and allowed the
beneficiary’s eligibility to expire.

However, the regulations governing automatic revocations do not provide for an appeal of revocation
decisions, as do the regulations governing revocations based on notice. See 8 C.F.R. § 205.1; compare 8
C.FR.§2052

Consequently, the AAO lacks jurisdiction to entertain counsel’s appeal from the decision of the district
director and must reject the appeal.

ORDER: The appeal is rejected.



