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DISCUSSION: The Director, Nebraska Service Center, denied the immigrant visa. petition. After
erroneously rejecting the petitioner’s appeal as untimely and reopening the matter on its own motion,
the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) dismissed the appeal on June 26, 2013. The matter is now
before the AAO on the petitioner’s motion to reconsider.

On Septe}nber 18, 2013, the petitioner withdrew its filing. The petitioner may not retract the
‘withdrawal. 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(6).

ORDER: The motion is dismissed based on its withdrawal by the petitioner. The petition remains "
- denied. ‘

! The petitioner’s most recent Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, states that the petitioner
files an “appeal.” However, the AAO lacks jurisdiction to review its own decisions on appeal. See
DHS Delegation No. 0150.1 para. (2)(U) (Mar. 1, 2003) (granting U.S. Citizenship and Immigration
Services (USCIS) appellate authority to review only the matters set forth in the former regulation at
8 C.F.R. § 103.1(f)(3)(iii) (2002)). Because the petitioner alleges that the AAO erred in applying law
or USCIS policy, the AAO treats the filing as a motion to reconsider. See 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(3).



