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DISCUSSION: After proper notice, the Director of the Vermont Service Center (the director) revoked
approval of the petitioner’s U nonimmigrant visa petition (Form 1-918 U petition) and the Petition for
Qualifying Family Member of a U-1 Recipient (Form 1-918 Supplement A) filed on the beneficiary’s
behalf. The decision to revoke approval of the Form I-918 Supplement A is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The director’s decision will be withdrawn and the
matter remanded for entry of a new decision.

The beneficiary was granted U nonimmigrant classification under section 101(a)(15)(U)(ii) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)(U)(ii), as a qualifying family member
of a U-1 nonimmigrant based upon an approved Form 1-918 Supplement A.

In a separate proceeding, the AAO found that the petitioner remained statutorily eligible for U-1
nonimmigrant classification and withdrew the director’s contrary conclusion, but remanded the matter for
the director to reconsider the revocation of the petitioner’s approved waiver application (Form 1-192) and
enter a new decision into the record on the Form 1-918 U petition. As the revocation of the petitioner’s
approved Form I-918 U petition remains pending until the director makes a new decision on the Form
I-192, the director’s decision to revoke approval of the Form 1-918 Supplement A must be withdrawn and
the matter remanded for entry of a new decision once a new decision on the petitioner’s Form [-918 U
petition is entered into the record.

ORDER: The director’s decision, dated February 26, 2013, is withdrawn and the matter remanded
for entry of a new decision, which if adverse to the beneficiary shall be certified to the
AAOQ for review.



