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DISCUSSION: The Director, Vermont Service Center, initially approved the employment
based immigrant visa petition on December IS, 1997. On further review, the Director, California 
Service Center, determined that the beneficiary was not eligible for the visa preference 
classification. Accordingly, the director properly served the petitioner with a Notice of Intent to 
Revoke (NOIR) the approval of the preference visa petition stating the reasons therefore and 
subsequently exercised her discretion to revoke the approval of the petition on November IS, 
20 II. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The AAO 
will reject the appeal. 

The petitioner is a church. 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), il U.S.c. 
§ 1153(b)(4), to perform services as an assistant youth bible instructor, an assistant director of the 
youth ministry and an assistant leader of the children-in-crisis ministry. In the Notice of Intent to 
Revoke, issued on September 13,201 I, the director discussed the negative findings of a failed site 
visit and found that the petitioner had not employed the beneficiary "since at least June 1998." The 
director afforded the petitioner thirty days to offer evidence in support of the petition and in 
opposition to the proposed revocation. In the final decision, the director found that the petitioner 
had failed to respond to the Notice of Intent to Revoke. 

il C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(I)(iii)(B) states that, for purposes of appeals, certifications, and reopening or 
reconsideration, "affected party" (in addition to U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
(USCIS» means the person or entity with legal standing in a proceeding. The USCIS regulation 
at il C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)(v)(A)(I) states that an appeal filed by a person or entity not entitled to 
file it must be rejected as improperly filed. In such a case, USCIS will not refund any filing fee 
it has accepted. 

Here, the party that filed the appeal who claims to represent 
the petitioner. The U.S. Citizenship regulation at il C.F.R. § 
292.4(a) as well as the instructions to the Form I-290B require that a "new [Form G-2il, Notice 
of Appearance as Attorney or Representative 1 must be filed with an appeal filed with the 
Administrative Appeals Office." This regulation applies to all appeals filed on or after March 4, 
20lO. See 75 Fed. Reg. 5225 (Feb. 2, 20lO). Part 1 of the Form G-28 accompanying the appeal 
does not contain the signature of an authorized representative from the petitioning entity. Instead, it 
contains an il which has been covered with correction fluid, followed by the initials _As filed the appeal but failed to submit a properly signed and executed 
G-2il, the AAO cannot find that the appeal was filed by an affected party with legal standing in 
the proceeding. Therefore, the AAO must reject the appeal as improperly filed. 

The party that filed the appeal is not an affected party with legal standing in the proceeding. 
Therefore, the AAO must reject the appeal as improperly filed. 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected. 


