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DISCUSSION: The applicant’s Temporary Protected Status was withdrawn by the Director,
Vermont Service Center. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal.
The case will be remanded for further action.

The applicant is a native and citizen of Honduras who was granted Temporary Protected Status
(TPS) under section 244 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1254.

The applicant through counsel filed a Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, for a TPS
application listed under receipt number . US. Citizenship and Immigration
Services electronic record reflects that the applicant’s TPS was withdrawn and a revocation notice
was sent on August 15, 2012.  Counsel indicates, on appeal, that neither she nor the applicant
received the notice withdrawing TPS.

The record of proceeding does not contain the Notice of Decision that the applicant is appealing.
Pursuant 8 C.F.R. § 244.14(b), a withdrawal of an alien’s status under paragraph (a) of this
section shall be in writing. Therefore, the case is remanded for the inclusion of this decision and
any other necessary documentation into the record of proceeding. If the decision cannot be located
or if the evidence in the director's possession differs from that described by the electronic record,
a decision must be rendered and the applicant shall be permitted to supplement the appeal
without fee.

ORDER: The case is remanded to the director for further action consistent with the above
discussion.



