Department of Homeland Security . .
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services Form 1-797C’ Notice of Action

THIS NOTICE DOES NOT GRANT ANY IMMIGRATION STATUS OR BENEFIT.

RECEIPT NUMBER - CASE TYPE

ECEIPTNUMBER o 1526 IMMIGRANT PETITION BY ALTEN
ENTREPRENEUR

RECEIPT DATE PRIORITY DAT. APPLICANT 2099 613 297

August 28, 2012
vher, PRADIPKUMAR H.

NOTICE DATE PAGE
August 9, 2013 1 of 1
PRADIPKUMAR HIMMATLAL VORA Notice Type: Transfer Notice

C/0 WILDFLOWER INN AND RV PARK
2117 N ESPLANADE ST APT 119
CUERO TX 77954

This is to advise you that we have forwarded the above appeal, motion or certification to the Administrative Appeals Office
in Washington, DC. Their address is:

USCIS Admin Appeals Office, 20 Mass Ave. NW, MS 2090, Washington, DC 20529-2090

That office will inform you of the decision on the appeal, motion or certified case.

Please see the additional information on e pack. You will be notinea separately about any other cases you filed.

Cuiromin s [

P. O. BOX 30111
LAGUNA NIGUEL CA 92607-0111
Custor~>~ Serwvice Telephone: (800) 375-5283

CALIFORNIA SERVICE CENTER “m
Please see the back of this notice for important infermation.
FormI-797C 01/02/12Y



Department of Homeland Security . .
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services Form 1-797C’ Notice of Action

THIS NOTICE DOES NOT GRANT ANY IMMIGRATION STATUS OR BENEFIT.

RECEIPT NUMBER £ TYPE
N 65022 A I290B NOTICE OF APPEAL OR MOTION

RECEIPT DATE PRI a:: Y DATE PETITIONER
August 1, 2013
VORA, PRADIPKUMAR H.

NOTICE DATE PAGE BENEFICIARY
August 9, 2013 1 of 1 A0SY9 613 297
VORA, PRADIPKUMFA® U,

— -

PRADIPKUMAR HIMMATLAL VORA Notice Type: Transfer Notice
EXIM GENERAL TRADING INC
2117 N ESPLANADE ST
CUERO TX 77954

This is to advise you that we have forwarded the above appeal, motion or certification to the Administrative Appeals Office
in Washington, DC. Their address is:

USCIS Admin Appeals Office, 20 Mass Ave. NW, MS 2090, Washington, DC 20529-2090

That office will inform you of the decision on the appeal, motion or certified case.

Please see the additional information on the back. You will be notified separately about any other cases you filed.

Guieonns s e MR

P. O. BOX 30111
LAGUNA NIGUEL CA 92607-0111
Customer Service Telephone: (800) 375-5283

CALIFORNIA SERVICE CENTER “m
Please see the back of this notice for important information.
Form I-797C 01/02/12'Y
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THIS NOTICE DOES NOT GRANT ANY IMMIGRATION STATUS OR BENEFIT.

NOTICE TYPE NOTICE DATE
Receipt August 01,2013
CASE TYPE USCIS ALIEN NUMBER
[-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion A099613297
RECEIPT NUMBER RECEIVED DATE PAGE
WAC1390369022 July 30,2013 1 ofl
DATE OF BIRTH
PAYMENT INFORMATION:
PRADIPKUMAR H. VORA
2117 N ESPLANADE ST 5 347 Application/Petition Fee: $630.00
CUERQ, TX 77954 ' Biometrics Fee: $0.00
Total Amount Received: $630.00
Total Balance Due: $0.00

NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS

The above case has been received by our office and is in process.

Please verify your personal information listed above and immediately notify the USCIS National Customer Service Center at the
phone number listed below if there are any changes.

Please note thar if a priority date is printed on this notice, the priority does not reflect earlier retained priority dates.

If you have questions about possible immigration benefits and services, filing information, or UJSCIS forms, please call the USCIS
National Customer Service Center (NCSC) at 1-800-375-5283. If you are hearing impaired, please call the NCSC TDD at
1-800-767-1833. Please also refer to the USCIS website: www.uscis.gov.

If you have any questions or comments regarding this notice or the status of your case, please contact our cusiomer service number.

You will be notified separately about any other case you may have filed.

USCIS Office Address: USCIS Customer Service Number:

USCIS (800)375-5283

Ca]lfo.] 1a SeIVlce (./C“tel

P.O. Box 30111 “ i‘ !‘ ‘ 1} ||\
Laguna Nigul, CA 526070111 WA

Form [-797C Lockbox (1 RY 01/02/12 Y
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DISCUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition was denied by the Chief, Immigrant
Investor Program, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal
will be rejected at untimely filed.

I. UNTIMELY FILING

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(a)(6) states: “Where to file. All benefit requests must be filed in
accordance with the form instructions.” To properly file an appeal, the regulation at 8 C.F.R.
§ 103.3(a)(2)(i) also states:

The affected party must submit an appeal on Form I-290B. Except as otherwise provided in
this chapter, the affected party must pay the fee required by §103.7 of this part. The affected
party must submit the complete appeal including any supporting brief as indicated in the
applicable form instructions within 30 days after service of the decision.

Under the section titled, “Where to File,” the Form I-290B instructions state: “Do not send your
appeal or motion directly to the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO).” (Emphasis in original). The
instructions subsequently provide the filing locations of various appeal types. At no point within the
regulation does it contain an exception or a waiver for the designated location in which the filing
party may submit the benefit request.

If the decision was mailed, the appeal must be filed within 33 days. See 8 C.F.R. § 103.8(b). The
date of filing is not the date of submission, but the date of actual receipt with the required fee. See
8 C.F.R. § 103.2(a)(7)(i).

The chief issued the decision on June 12, 2013. The chief properly gave notice to the petitioner that
he had 33 days to file the appeal and listed the proper fee for an appeal.

The petitioner dated the appeal July 9, 2013. The AAO received the appeal on July 15, 2013. On
July 16, 2013, the AAO returned the appeal as improperly filed with the wrong office. USCIS
subsequently rejected a July 17, 2013 appeal on July 22, 2013, as it was not accompanied with the
proper fee. USCIS received the appeal with fee on July 25, 2013, 43 days after the chief issued the
decision. Accordingly, the petitioner untimely filed the appeal.

Neither the Act nor the pertinent regulations grant the AAO authority to extend the 33-day time limit
for filing an appeal. The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)(v)(B)(2) states that, if an untimely
appeal meets the requirements of a motion to reopen or a motion to reconsider, the appeal must be
treated as a motion, and a decision must be made on the merits of the case.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)(v}(B)(2) states that, if an untimely appeal meets the
requirements of a motion to reopen or a motion to reconsider, the appeal must be treated as a motion,
and a decision must be made on the merits of the case. The official having jurisdiction over a
motion is the official who made the last decision in the proceeding, in this case the chief. See 8
C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(1)(ii).
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II. SUMMARY DISMISSAL

The chief concluded in the denial that the petitioner had not established: (1) that the new commercial
enterprise was doing business in a targeted employment area, (2) that he had personally contributed $1
million in equity to the new commercial enterprise, (3) that he had lawfully acquired $1 million, and (4)
that the new commercial enterprise employed or would employ at least 10 full-time qualifying
employees. On appeal, the petitioner states that he has invested more than $1 million in 13 properties
and has 35 employees, but does not specifically address the reasons stated for the denial or identify any
erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact on the part of the chief. In addition, the new evidence
consists of an email discussing opportunities to invest in a regional center, which is not the basis of the
petition; appraisals dated in 2013 that do not address the level of the petitioner’s personal equity
investment as of the filing date in 2012 or even as of the date of appeal; and an article about his life in
The Cuero Record that does not address the bases of the chief’s decision. The petitioner has not
explained how this evidence addresses the deficiencies the chief identified.

As stated in the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v), an appeal shall be summarily dismissed if the
concerned party fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the
appeal. Cf. Idy v. Holder, No. 11-1078, 2012 WL 975567 (1st Cir. Mar. 23, 2012) (where an alien
fails to raise any legal issue regarding the Board of Immigration Appeals denial of an inadmissibility
waiver, the Court of Appeals is deprived of jurisdiction). See also Desravines v. United States
Attorney General, No. 08-14861, 343 F. App’x 433, 435 (11th Cir. 2009) (finding that issues not
briefed on appeal are deemed abandoned); Tedder v. F.M.C. Corp., 590 F.2d 115, 117 (5Sth Cir.
1979) (deeming abandoned an issue raised in the statement of issues but not anywhere else in the
brief). In this instance, the petitioner has not identified a basis for the appeal. The petitioner does not
contest the chief’s findings and offers no substantive basis for the filing of the appeal. As the petitioner
failed to provide any specific statement or argument supporting the basis of his appeal, the appeal, if
timely, would be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is rejected.



U.S. Department of Homeland Security
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services
California Service Center

P.O. Box 10526

Laguna Niguel, CA 92607-0526

U.S. Citizenship
and Immigration
Services

TO: pate: [JUN 12 2013

Pradipkumar Vora Petition: Form I-526
c/o: Wildflower Inn & RV Park
2117 N. Esplanade St., #119 File: WAC-12-904-97983

Cuero, Texas 77954
DECISION

Your Form I-526, Immigrant Petition by Alien Entrepreneur, filed on behalf of Pracipkumar Vora has been
denied for the following reason(s):

See Attachment

If you desire to appeal this decision, you may do so. Your notice of appeal must be filed with this office at the
address at the top of this page within 30 days of the date of this notice. Your appeal must be filed on Form I-290B.
A fee of $630.00 is required, payable to U. S. Citizenship and Immigration Services with a check or money order
from a bank or other institution located in the United States. If no appeal is filed within the time allowed, this
decision will be the final decision in this matter.

In support of your appeal, you may submit a brief or other written statement for consideration by the reviewing
authority. You may, if necessary, request additional time to submit a brief. Any brief, written statement, or other
evidence not filed with Form I-290B, or any request for additional time for the submission of a brief or other
material must be sent directly to:

U. S. Citizenship and Immigration Services
Administrative Appeals Office MS 2090
Washington, D.C. 20529-2090.

Any request for additional time for the submission of a brief or other statement must be made directly to the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO), and must be accompanied by a written explanation for the need for
additional time. An extension of time to file the appeal may not be granted. The appeal may not be filed directly
with the AAO. The appeal must be filed at the address at the top of this page.

The Small Business Regulatory Enforcement and Fairness Act established the Office of the National Ombudsman
(ONO) at the Small Business Administration. The ONO assists small businesses with issues related to federal
regulations. If you are a small business with a comment or complaint about regulatory enforcement, you may
contact the ONO at www.ombudsman.sba.gov or phone 202-205-2417 or fax 202-481-5719.

Sincerely,

Oz~

Daniel M. Renaud
Acting Chief, Immigrant Investor Program
Enclosure: Form I-290B

Form 1-292
www.uscis.gov
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Notice of Decision

Form 1-526, Immigrant Petition by Alien Entrepreneur
Exim General Trading Inc.

I. Procedural History

Mr. Pradipkumar Vora (the “petitioner”) filed an Immigrant Petition by Alien Entrepreneur (“Form I-
526") pursuant to section 203(b)(5) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (“"INA™) on August 27, 2012.

INA § 203(b)(5)(A) provides classification to qualified immigrants seeking to enter the United States for
the purpose of engaging in a new commercial enterprise (including a limited partnership)-

(i) in which such alien has invested (after the date of the enactment of the Immigration
Act of 1990) or, is actively in the process of investing, capital in an amount not less than
the amount specified in subparagraph (C); and,

(ii) which will benefit the United States economy and create full-time employment for
not fewer than 10 United States citizens or aliens lawfully admitted for permanent
residence or other immigrants lawfully authorized to be employed in the United States
(other than the immigrant and the immigrant's spouse, sons, or daughters).

The Legacy Immigration and Naturalization Service (“INS”) published four precedent decisions that
provide guidance and clarification of the current law. See Matter of Soffici, 22 1. & N. Dec. 158 (Assoc.
Comm'r 1998); Matter of Izummi, 22 I. & N. Dec. 169 (Assoc. Comm’r 1998); Matter of Hsiung, 22 I. & N. Dec.
201 (Assoc. Comm’r 1998), and Matter of Ho, 22 I. & N. Dec. 206 (Assoc. Comm'r 1998).

Based upon a review of the initial record, the petitioner did not establish eligibility for the benefit sought.
Accordingly, U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (“USCIS”) issued a Request for Evidence (“RFE”)
on February 19, 2013. In the RFE, USCIS notified the petitioner that the following issues required further
clarification:

e Evidence that the petitioner had invested into a new commercial enterprise;

e Evidence that the required amount of capital had been invested or was actively in the process
of being invested into a new commercial enterprise;

e Evidence that the capital utilized for investment into the new commercial enterprise was
obtained through lawful means; and,

e Evidence that the new commercial enterprise will create at least ten (10) full-time employment
positions for qualifying employees.

On May 16, 2013, the petitioner responded to the RFE with the submission of additional evidence. In this
response, the petitioner provided sufficient evidence to demonstrate the presence of a new commercial
enterprise; however, based on a review of the entire record of proceeding, USCIS has cannot conclude that
the petitioner has established eligibility for the benefit sought. Therefore, the petition is denied for the
reasons discussed below.

Attachment to Form I-292
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II. Commercial Enterprise Background

The Form I-526, filed on August 27, 2012, initially identified an investment in a commercial enterprise for
which the required amount of capital invested has been adjusted upward. The evidence presented asserted
that the petitioner invested $1,080,000 into Exim General Trading Inc. — the New Commercial Enterprise
(NCE) — beginning with an initial investment of $80,000 made on March 1, 2007. Based on page three
(3) of this instant Form I-526, the NCE created thirteen (13) new jobs as of the August 27, 2012 filing
date in a Motel/RV Park in Cuero, Texas which, according to the evidence provided, is doing business as
The Wildflower Inn & RV Park.

III. Analysis

1. Required Amount of Capital Investinent

As referenced above, in the February 19, 2013 RFE, USCIS requested for the petiioner to provide further
evidence to demonstrate that the required amount of capital had been invested, or was actively in the process of
being invested into the NCE. To establish eligibility, the petitioner was requested to present evidence that the
required amount of capital had been placed at risk for the purpose of generating a return on the capital placed
at risk. Evidence of a mere intent to invest, or of prospective investment arrangements which entail no present
commitment, are not enough to satisfy the “at risk” requirement.

8 C.F.R. § 204.6(j)(2) states in pertinent part:

To show that the petitioner has invested or is actively in the process of investing the
required amount of capital, the petition must be accompanied by evidence that the
petitioner has placed the required amount of capital at risk for the purpose of generating a
return on the capital placed at risk. Evidence of mere intent to invest, or of prospective
investment arrangements entailing no present commitment, will not suffice to show that
the petitioner is actively in the process of investing.

Upon initial filing, the existing record contained the following evidence to demonstrate that the required
amount of capital had been placed at risk:

® Various bank account records listing either the NCE, Vora Corporation, or the petitioner as the
account holder.

These records appeared to demonstrate normal business activity; however, such records did not establish
that the deposits were indeed connected with the petitioner’s own investment into the NCE.

In response to the February 19, 2013 RFE, the petitioner has provided the following additional evidence
relative to the required amount of capital being invested and placed at risk within the NCE:

® An updated letter of support signed by the petitioner;

® An undated letter from Cuero National Bank indicating that Vora Corporation holds an account
with such bank and is in “good standing.” This letter does not reflect an account balance;

® A letter dated January 6, 2012 from Wells Fargo indicating that the petitioner holds account
XXX2884 and that, on that particular date, the account balance was $25,141.66; and,

Attachment to Form 1-292
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e An undated letter from Trust Texas Bank indicating that Vora Corporation holds an account
with such bank and is in “good standing.” This letter does not reflect an account balance.

The petitioner has indicated in the updated letter of support submitted in response to the RFE that this
instant petition is based on an investment in a targeted employment area (“TEA”) and, as a consequence,
$500,000 has been invested — not $1,080,000 as initially noted on page two of the Form I-526. However,
the additional evidence provided does not demonstrate that: 1.) the geographic location of the NCE does
indeed lie within the boundaries of a TEA; and, 2.) $500,000 has been placed at risk within the NCE.

Seeing that the petitioner has not established that the geographic location of the NCE does indeed lie within
the boundaries of a TEA, the requisite amount of capital investment into the NCE remains at $1,000,000.
The evidence submitted in both the initial filing and in response to the RFE does not demonstrate that the
petitioner has invested (or is actively in the process of investing) $1,000,000 into the NCE.

Consequently, the petitioner has not demonstrated that the required amount of capital has indeed been
placed at risk as requisite under 8 C.F.R. § 204.6(j)(2).

2. Invested Capital Obtained Through Lawful Means

The February 19, 2013 REFE also called upon the petitioner to provide further evidence to demonstrate that the
capital utilized for investment into the NCE was obtained through lawful means.

8 C.F.R. § 204.6(j) states:
A petition submitted for classification as an alien entrepreneur must be accompanied by
evidence that the alien has invested or is actively in the process of investing lawfully obtained
capital in a new commercial enterprise in the United States which will create full-time
positions for not fewer than 10 qualifying employees.

[Emphasis added]

Upon initial filing, the existing record contained the following evidence to demonstrate that the capital
utilized for investment into the NCE was obtained through lawful means:

® Various bank account records listing either the NCE, Vora Corporation, or the petitioner as the
account holder; and,

® The petitioner’s individual tax returns for the years 2007 to 2011.

This evidence, as presented, did not adequately demonstrate the nexus between the petitioner’s earned
income and the actual investment into the NCE. In response to the February 19, 2013 RFE, the petitioner
provided the following evidence (as referenced above):

® An updated letter of support signed by the petitioner;

® An undated letter from Cuero National Bank indicating that Vora Corporation holds an account
with such bank and is in “good standing.” This letter does not reflect an account balance;

Attachment to Form 1-292
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e A letter dated January 6, 2012 from Wells Fargo indicating that the petitioner holds account
XXX2884 and that, on that particular date, the account balance was $25,141.66; and,

® An undated letter from Trust Texas Bank indicating that Vora Corporation holds an account
with such bank and is in “good standing.” This letter does not reflect an account balance.

No additional evidence has been provided to demonstrate that the required amount of capital ~ which in
this case is $1,000,000 as referenced above — has been lawfully obtained for investment into the NCE. The
record, in sum, cannot be deemed compliant with 8 C.E.R. § 204.6(j).

3. Job-Creation

To qualify for classification as an EB-5 alien entrepreneur, the petitioner must invest or actively be in the
process of investing the required amount of capital in a NCE that will benefit the United States economy and
create full-time employment for not fewer than 10 U.S. citizens or aliens lawfully admitted for permanent
residence or other immigrants lawfully authorized to be employed in the United States (other than the
immigrant and the immigrant's spouse, sons, or daughters).

8 C.F.R. § 204.6(j)(4) states, in pertinent part:

(i) General. To show that a new commercial enterprise will create not fewer than ten (10)
full-time positions for qualifying employees, the petition must be accompanied by:

(A) Documentation consisting of photocopies of relevant tax records, Forms I-9,
or other similar documents for ten (10) qualifying employees, if such employees
have already been hired following the establishment of the new commercial
enterprise; or

(B) A copy of a comprehensive business plan showing that, due to the nature and
projected size of the new commercial enterprise, the need for not fewer than ten
(10) qualifying employees will result, including approximate dates, within the
next two years, and when such employees will be hired.

8 C.F.R. § 204.6(e)(ii) defines qualifying employees as follows:

Qualifying employee means a United States citizen, a lawfully admitted permanent resident,
or other immigrant lawfully authorized to be employed in the United States including, but
not limited to, a conditional resident, a temporary resident, an asylee, a refugee, or an alien
remaining in the United states under suspension of deportation. This definition does not
include the alien entrepreneur, the alien entrepreneur’s spouse, sons, or daughters, or any
nonimmigrant alien.

Finally, 8 C.F.R. § 204.6(e) defines full-time as follows:

Full-time employment means employment of a qualifying employee by the new commercial
enterprise in a position that requires a minimum of 35 working hours per week.

Upon initial filing, the petitioner provided an untitled document that listed the NCE's employees, their

social security numbers, and what appeared to be their wages for the months of January through July of an
unknown year. Although such evidence appeared to indicate that the NCE had more than ten (10)

Attachment to Form 1-292
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individuals on its payroll records, it did not demonstrate when the named employees were hired, what
types of positions were held, and that the named employees were indeed employed in full-time
employment positions. .

In response to the February 19, 2013 RFE, the petitioner provided the following evidence:
® An updated letter of support signed by the petitioner;

e What appears to be a one (1) page payroll spreadsheet naming thirty (30) different payroll
recipients; and,

e A2011 Form 1120 for the NCE.

In the letter of support provided by the petitioner in response to the RFE, the petitioner indicates that he
invested in a restaurant doing business as “Ruby Dinner.” The payroll spreadsheet provided in response to
the RFE names individuals being paid by “Carlisle Creek, LLC — Ruby’s Diner.” The petitioner has provided
no evidence to demonstrate that these employees are indeed qualifying. Moreover, the petitioner has
provided no evidence to show that the NCE named on the instant Form I-526 employs ten (10) qualifying,
full-time employees.

In addition, according to the 2011 Form 1120 submitted for the NCE, line 13 shows $0 paid in the form
of salaries and wages to employees of the NCE, and the “other deductions” attachment included with this
instant Form 1120 shows $45,040.50 being deducted due to “Contract Labor.” Consequently, it appears
that workers are not employed by the NCE.

Pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 204.6(j)(4) (i) (B), if the employment-creation requirement has not been satisfied
prior to filing the petition, the petitioner must submit a “comprehensive business plan” which
demonstrates that “due to the nature and projected size of the new commercial enterprise, the need for not
fewer than ten (10) qualifying employees will result, including approximate dates, within the next two
years, and when such employees will be hired.” To be considered “comprehensive,” a business plan must
be sufficiently detailed to permit USCIS to reasonably conclude that the enterprise has the potential to meet
the job-creation requirements.

In Matter of Ho, the Administrative Appeals Office held that a “comprehensive business plan as contemplated
by the regulations should contain, at a minimum, a description of the business, its products and/or
services, and its objectives.” Elaborating on the contents of an acceptable business plan, the decision states
the following:

“The plan should contain a market analysis, including the names of competing businesses
and their relative strengths and weaknesses, a comparison of the competition's products
and pricing structures, and a description of the target market/prospective customers of the
new commercial enterprise. The plan should list the required permits and licenses
obtained. If applicable, it should describe the manufacturing or production process, the
materials required, and the supply sources. The plan should detail any contracts executed
for the supply of materials and/or the distribution of products. It should discuss the
marketing strategy of the business, including pricing, advertising, and servicing. The plan
should set forth the business's organizational structure and its personnel's experience. It
should explain the business's staffing requirements and contain a timetable for hiring, as
well as job descriptions for all positions. It should contain sales, cost, and income

Attachment to Form I-292
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projections and detail the bases therefor. Most importantly, the business plan must be
credible.” See Matter of Ho at page 9.

Upon filing initially and upon responding to the RFE, the petitioner has not provided any form of a Matter of
Ho compliant business plan.

Consequently, the current record of evidence does not demonstrate that the NCE will create at least 10 full-
time positions for full-time, qualifying employees as defined above.

IV. Conclusion

In summary, based upon the preponderance of evidence, USCIS cannot conclude that the Form 1-526
complies with the requirements of the law. USCIS has determined, based on the initial evidence submitted
upon filing and after consideration of all additional evidence submitted in response to the request for
evidence, the petitioner is ineligible for classification under INA § 203(b)(5)(A).

In visa petition proceedings, the petitioner bears the burden of establishing eligibility for the benefits
sought. See Matter of Brantigan, 11 I. & N. Dec. 493 (BIA 1966).

Therefore, the Form I-526 is denied for each of the three (3) reasons referenced in the analysis above, with
each reason holding independent grounds for such denial.

If the petitioner disagrees with this decision, the petitioner may appeal the denial by following the

instructions on the Form I-292. If no appeal is filed within the time allowed, this decision will be the final
decision in this matter.

Attachment to Form I-292
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THIS NOTICE DOES NOT GRANT ANY IMMMIGRATION STATUS OR BENEFIT.

NOTICE TYPE NOTICE DATE
Rejection Notice May 30, 2012

CASE TYPE USCIS ALIEN NUMBER
1-485, Application to Register Permanent Residence or Adjust Status A099613297
RECEIPT NUMBER RECEIVED DATE DATE OF BIRTH PAGE
SRC1290288006 May 10, 2012 August 04, 1954 1 of 1

APPLICANT/PETYTIONER NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS

PRADIPKUMAR H. VORA
C/O FAN CHEN

11200 WESTHEIMER STE 120
HOUSTON, TX 77042

This is in reference to the 1-485, Application to Register Permanent Residence or Adjust Status, you submitted. Your [-485,
fees, and any supporting documentation is being returned to you for the following reason(s):

Based on the information you provided, your priority date does not appear to be current. Please refer to the Visa Bulletin
published monthly by the U.S. Department of State, Bureau of Consular Affairs to determine the availabiligy of immigrant
visa numbers in your immigration category. When your priority date is earlier than the correlating cut-oft date listed in the
current Visa Buﬁ’etin, you will then be eligible to submit your 1-485 application.

You may access the State Department Visa Bulletin at the State Department's Website at
http://www travel.state.gov/visa/bulletin/bulletin_1360.html.

Or you may call the Department of State Visa Office at (202) 663-1541 to learn which priority dates are currently being
processed.

Please be sure to complete the application fully, submit the appropriate fees, and include all required supporting
documentation.

If you have I3uestions about possible immigration benefits and services, ﬁlintg information, or USCIS forms, please call
the USCIS National Customer Service Center (NCSC) at 1-800-375-5283. If you are hearing impaired, please call the
NCSC TDD at 1-800-767-1833. Please also refer to the USCIS website: www.uscis.gov.

If you have any questions or comments regarding this notice or the status of your case, please contact our
customer service number.

You will be notified separately about any other case you may have filed.

USCIS OFFICE ADDRESS USCIS CUSTOMER SERVICE NUMBER

USCIS (800)375-5283

P. O. Box 660867 ATTORNEY COPY
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U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services
P O Box 660867
Dallas, Texas 75266

May 30, 2012
PRADIPKUMAR VORA
Dear Sir’/Madam:;

We are sorry we have to return your Form 1-485 Application to Register Permanent Residence or
Adjust Status to you.

We are unable to determine the basis for filing the 1-485. We looked at our records and could
not find a petition for you. An I-485 application must be filed with a copy of the 1-797 Receipt
or Approval notice for the underlying petition (i.e. I-140, I-360, I-526, I-130). Please provide
evidence of your eligibility to file the [-485.

We acknowledge that you have a basis under 245i, however, if received as an “Insist to
File” without an approved I-140, the 1-485s could potentially be denied.

If you have additional questions, you may call 1-800-375-5283 [for TTY telephone service call
1-800-767-1833] or visit http://www.uscis.gov.

Thank you,
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services

2012990220460
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Pradipkumar Vora explains to his 14-year-old son, Viren, the construction that is taking place on his property behind
the Wildflower Inn in Cuero. In just four years, Vora has gone from being virtually penniless to becoming one of the
most successful businessmen in Cuero.

One very important detail still missing
from Vora’s rags-to-riches success story

By COY SLAVIK
Record Managing Editor

The only chapter missing
from Pradipkumar Vora’s
“American Dream” is the one
with the happy ending,

In just four years, Vora has
gone from providing room
service to pay for his rent at
the Wildflower Inn to owning
the same Cuerc motel.

Vora is now capitalizing on
the oil and gas boom by con-
structing an RV park behind
the Wildflower Inn and has
plans to build a Taco Bell
restaurant nearby on
Esplanade. '

But despite being one of the
most successful buesinessmen
in Cuero, Vora, along with his

“In America, even a dumb man, if he will
work hard and honestly, can become
a millionaire in five years.”

Pradip Vora,
owner of Widiower inn

wife, Kokila, are far from con-
tent.

Overcoming tragedy

Vora was raised in Mumbai,
India, where he honed his
business skills. He owned a
garment manufacturing busi-
ness with 185 employees
working for him.

“I was successful and doing
wonderful financially,” said

Vora, who lived with his wife,

two daughters, parents and a
grandmother. “I owned two
houses in Mumbai and lived
with my family. [ had a very
busy life, but was very happy
with my family.”

But on Nov. 20, 1992, Vora’s
life changed forever. He came
home from work to find his
wife and grandmother bound
by masking tape with rags

.. See DREAM, Page 4A
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