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DISCUSSION: The Director, Texas Service Center, denied the immigrant visa petition. The matter is now 
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be rejected. 

The petitioner is a Florida corporation that seeks to classify the beneficiary as an employment-based 
immigrant pursuant to section 203(b)(J)(C) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.c. 
§ IIS3(b)(1 )(C), as a multinational executive or manager. 

Noting that the record was deficient, the director issued a request for additional evidence on June 19, 2009. 
After the petitioner failed to submit the requested evidence, the director issued a decision dated August 17, 
2009, denying the petition for abandonment, pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § I 03.2(b )(l3)(i). 

The director correctly informed the petitioner that no appeal would lie from the decision. Regardless, the 
petitioner submitted an appeal on December 14,2009. 

The regulations provide that no appeal lies from the denial of a petition for abandonment. See 8 C.F.R. 
§ 103.2(b)(1S). As there is no appeal from the director's denial, the petitioner's appeal must be rejected. 

Additionally, the AAO notes that, even if the petition was not denied for abandonment, the appeal was 
untimely and would have been rejected pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § J03.3(a)(2)(v)(B)(l), which states that an 
appeal which is not filed within the time allowed must be rejected as improperly filed. In order to properly 
file an appeal, the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)(i) provides that the affected party must file the appeal 
within 30 days of service of the unfavorable decision. If the decision was mailed, the appeal must be filed 
within 33 days. See 8 C.F.R. § 103.Sa(b). As noted above, the director issued the denial on August 17,2009. 
However, the petitioner filed the appeal on December 14, 2009, nearly four months after the date of the 
denial. For this additional reason, the appeal will be rejected. 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected. 


