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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. 

Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 
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DISCUSSION: The Director, California Service Center, initially approved the employment-based immigrant 
visa petition. Upon hrther review, the director determined that the petition had been approved in error. The 
director properly served the petitioner with a notice of intent to revoke, and subsequently revoked the approval of 
the petition. The petitioner filed an appeal, which the director rejected as untimely. The director then re-opened 
the matter and once again rejected the appeal. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office 
(AAO) on appeal. The AAO will reject the appeal. 

The petitioner is the headquarters of an international religious denomination. It seeks to classify the beneficiary 
as a special immigrant religious worker pursuant to section 203(b)(4) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the 
Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1153(b)(4), to perform services as a member of the Sea Organization, the petitioner's religious 
order. The director determined that the petitioner had not established that the beneficiary had the required two 
years of continuous, qualieing work experience immediately preceding the filing date of the petition. 

The U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 205.2(d) requires an appeal 
to a revocation to be filed within 15 days after the service of notice of the revocation. If the decision was 
mailed, the appeal must be filed within 18 days. Service by mail is complete upon mailing. See 8 C.F.R. 5 
103.5a(b). The date of receipt shall be considered to be the filing date, but only if the form is properly signed 
and executed. See 8 C.F.R. 5 103.2(a)(7)(i). 

The record shows that the envelope containing the notice of revocation was postmarked on June 9,2005. This is 
the date of service. The properly-signed appeal was due no later than 18 days later, June 27,2005. 

The director received an unsigned Form I-290B Notice of Appeal on June 27, 2005. The director did not accept 
this filing. The petitioner subsequently re-filed the appeal, accompanied by a July 5, 2005 letter from- 

reading: "The Form I-290[B] for this case has been signed now. Please excuse my error." This letter 
demonstrates that the petitioner did not file a properly signed and executed Form I-290B during the time allowed 
for an appeal. 

The director rejected the appeal on August 8, 2005. Subsequently, in a notice dated May 21, 2009 but 
postmarked the next day, the director reopened the proceeding, but reaffirmed the prior finding that the appeal 
was untimely and rejected the appeal again. 

On June 8,2009, the petitioner filed a new Form I-290B Notice of Appeal. As the original appeal was rejected 
by the service center as untimely filed, there is no decision that may be appealed in this proceeding. A 
rejected appeal is not an appealable decision. See 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(l). Accordingly, the AAO cannot 
accept, and must therefore reject, the petitioner's appeal. 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected. 


