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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was initially approved by the Director, Texas Service Center. Upon
further review of the record, the Acting District Director, Miami District Office determined that the beneficiary
was not eligible for the benefit sought and revoked the approval of the petition. The matter is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be rejected.

The petitioner, an import/export firm, sought to employ the beneficiary permanently in the United States as its
president. Accordingly, it sought to classify the beneficiary as a multinational executive or manager pursuant to
section 203(b)(1)(C) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 US.C. § 1153(b)(1)(C).

The petition was approved by the Director at the Texas Service Center on March 13, 2003.
Upon further review of Florida public records pertinent to the administrative dissolution of corporations, on May 8,
2006, the Acting District Director at the Miami District Office automatically revoked the approval of the visa petition

pursuant to the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 205.1(a), which provides in pertinent part:

(u1}(D) Upon termination of the employer’s business in an employment-based preference
case under section 203(b)(1)(B), 203(b)}(1)XC), 203(b)(2), or 203(b)(3) of the Act.

The petitioner filed an appeal. However, the AAO exercises appellate jurisdiction over the revocation of an approval
of a petition filed under 8 C.F.R. § 205.2, not under the automatic revocation provisions of 8 CF.R. § 205.1. See 8
CFR §103.1(H)(3)(ii)(D) (2003). Accordingly, the appeal will be rejected.

ORDER: The appeal is rejected.




