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INSTRUCTIONS: 
This is the decision 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. 

If you believe the law was inappropriately applied or the analysis used in reaching the decision was inconsistent with 
the information provided or with precedent decisions, you may file a motion to reconsider. Such a motion must state 
the reasons Tor reconsideration and be supported by any pertinent precedent decisions. Any  notion to reconsider must 
be filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider, as required under 8 C.F.R. 5 
103.5(a)(1)0). 

If you have new or additional information that you wish to have considered, you may file a motion to reopen. Such a 
motion must state the new facts to be proved at the reopened proceeding and be supported by affidavits or other 
documentary evidence. Any motion to reopen must be l3ed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to 
reopen, except that failure to file before this period expires may be excused in the discretion of the Bureau of 
Citizenship and Immigration Services (Bureau) where it is demonstrated that the delay was reasonable and beyond the 
control of the applicant or petitioner. Id. 

Any motion must be filed with the office that originally decided your case along with a fee of $110 as re~uired under 
8 C.F.R. 5 103.7. 

Robert P. Wiemann, Director 
Administrative Appeals Oftice 
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LOS 214F 02401 

DISCUSSION: The Petition for Approval of School for Attendance by Nonimmigrant Students 
(Form 1-17) was denied by the District Director, Los Angeles, California. The matter is now 
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The Form I- 17 reflects that the petitioner in this matter, 
school established in 1986. The school offers English 
enrollment of approximately 100 students per year, with 12 instructors. The petitioner seeks 
approval to enroll F-1 norimmigrant students. 

The district director automatically withdrew the petitioner's approval pursuant to 8 C.F.R. lj 
214.4(a)(2) after determining that the petitioner had failed to n o w  the Bureau of Citizenship and 
Immigration Services @CIS) of a change in ownership. The record of proceeding consists of a 
petition with supporting documentation, the district director's decision, and a timely appeal. 

The record reflects that the petitioner received ori 'nal a roval for attendance by F-1 students on 
May 13, 1993. The owner at that t h e  w-The district director determined that 
the petitioner changed ownership in I998 without notifling the Bureau in accordance with the 
regulations. 

On appeal, counsel for the petitioner contends that ownership did not change until 2001, when the 
sale of the petitioning school was final, and that notification of the change in ownership after this 
date was timely. Counsel states: 

[Wlhen bought the business from ~ r s .  agreed [sic] that the 
transfer of ownership was not final until the final payment was made. If 

to make the payments the school will be transferred back to 

supported by the fact that Mrs filed the Form 966 "Corporate Dissolution" in October of 
1998. 

As stated in the district director's decision, 8 C.F.R. 8 21 4.4(a)(2) stipulates: 

If an approved school changes ownership, approval wiIl be automatically 
withdrawn sixty days after the change of ownership unless the school files a 
new petition for school approval within sixty days of that change of 
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ownership. 

We find that b e c a m e  owner of the petitioning school in March 1998 and that 
notification of the change in ownership was not made within sixty days of that date in accordance - - 
with the regulation. 

The burden of pmof in these proceedings rests solely with the petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 
U.S.C. $1361. Here, the petitioner has not sustained that burden. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


