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DISCUSSION: The Director, Vermont Service Center, approved the nonimmigrant visa petition, but denied 
the appljcation to extend the beneficiary's period of stay. The matter is now before the Administrative 
Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be rejected.' 

The petitioner filed the nonimmigrant petition to classify the beneficiary as a nonimmigrant intracompany 
transferee pursuant to 8 101 (a)(15)(L) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. 1 101 (a)(15)(L). As 
the beneficiaq was physically present in the United States as of the date of filing, the petitioner also sought to 
extend her stay for a period of two years. The director approved the petitioh to classify the beneficiary as an 
L-lA nonimigrant on July 7, 2009 with validity dates of June 30, 2009 to June 29, 201 1 .  However, on July 
7, 2009, the director denied the application for an extension of status. The director properly advised the 
petitioner that the decision may not be appealed. 

It is noted that 8 C.F.R. fj 214.1(~)(5) states that there is no appeal fkom the denial of an application for 
extension of stay, whether filed on a F o m  1-129 or Form 1-539. Therefore, the AAO does not have 
jurisdiction over this matter, and the appeal must be rejected. 

On September 28, 2009, the Vermont Service Center received a letter fiom the petitioner requesting that the 
"appeal" be withdrawn. However, this request is moot as the AAO does not have jurisdiction over this matter. 

Accordingly, the applicant's appeal must be rejected. 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected. 

1 On August 3, 2009, the petitioner filed a Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, and indicated by 
checking box D in Part 2 of the form that it is filing a "Motion to Reopen," although in Part 3, counsel for the 
petitioner indicated that it is filing a request to reopen and reconsider. The director subsequently forwarded 
the Form I-290B to the AAO as an appeal. Although it is not clear that the petition intended to file an appeal, 
the petitioner has now requested that the AAO withdraw the "appeal." In an effort to effectuate the 
petitioner's request, the matter will be treated as an improperly filed appeal. 


