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DISCUSSION: The petitioner filed a Form [-129 petition for change in previously approved employment and
extension of stay on July 12, 2002. Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) approved the petition on October
10, 2002, with the approved status being valid from August 12, 2002 untit October 8, 2002. The petitioner then
filed an appeal to the approval notice stating that the beneficiary was entitled to recapture time spent out of the
United States during his six-year period of H-1B eligibility. The appeal will be rejected as there is no decision of
the director denying a petition that is within the jurisdiction of the Administrative Appeals Office (AAQO).

The jurisdiction of the Administrative Appeals Office is limited to that authority specifically granted to it by
the Secretary of the United States Department of Homeland Security. See DHS Delegation Number 0150.1
(effective March 1, 2003): see also 8 C.F.R. § 2.1 (2004). The jurisdiction of the AAQO is limited to those
matters described at 8 C.F.R. § 103.1(f)(3XE)(iii) (as in effect on February 28, 2003). Accordingly, the AAO
has no authority to address the petitioner's appeal as there is no decision of the director denying a petition that
is within the AAO’s jurisdiction. Had the petitioner wanted the director to reconsider the decision, a motion
should have been filed with the official who made the last decision in the proceeding. 8 C.F.R. § 103.5¢a)(1)(ii).
The appeal must, therefore, be rejected.

ORDER: The appeal is rejected.



