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U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
U.S. Ci ti zenship and Immigrat ion Service: 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) 
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., MS 2090 
Washington, DC 20529-2090 
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and Immigration 
Services 

FILE: 

PETITION: Petition for Immigrant Abused Spouse Pursuant to Section 204(a)(l)(A)(iii) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1154(a)(l)(A)(iii) 

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Enclosed please find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All of the documents 
related to this matter have been returned to the office that originally decided your case. Please be advised 
that any further inquiry that you might have concerning your case must be made to that office. 

Thank you, 

on osenberg 
Acting Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 
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DISCUSSION: The Vermont Service Center director denied the immigrant visa petition. On appeal, 
the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) remanded the matter for further action. The matter is now 
before the AAO upon certification ofthe director's subsequent, adverse decision. The decision ofthe 
director will be remanded for further action and consideration. 

The director initially denied the petition on March 25, 2009, because the petitioner did not establish 
the requisite qualifying relationship or that she was eligible for immigrant classification based on 
said relationship, that she resided with her ex-husband, that she was battered or subjected to extreme 
cruelty by her former husband, or that she married her ex-husband in good faith. In the March 5, 
2010 decision on appeal, the AAO concurred with the director's determination but remanded the 
petition for issuance of a Notice of Intent to Deny (NOID) in compliance with the former regulation 
at 8 C.F.R. § 204.2( c )(3)(ii) (as in effect at the time the petition was filed). 

Upon remand, the director issued a NOID on August 22, 2012, which informed the petitioner that 
she had not submitted sufficient evidence to meet the qualifying relationship, eligibility for 
immigrant classification, joint residence, battery or extreme cruelty, or good-faith entry into the 
marriage requirements. However, the NOID was sent to counsel at an outdated address after he had 
notified the director of his firm's change of address and submitted a new and properly completed 
Notice of Entry of Appearance as Attorney (Form G-28). Accordingly, this case must be remanded 
to the director for re-issuance of the NOID. 

ORDER: The director's decision is withdrawn; the matter is remanded for the issuance of a new 
NOID and subsequent final decision which, if adverse to the petitioner, is to be certified 
to the Administrative Appeals Office for review. 


