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This is the decision in your case. All documents have been returned to the office which originally decided your case.
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If you believe the law was inappropriately applied or the analysis used in reaching the decision was inconsistent with
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be filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider, as required under 8 C.F.R. 103.5(a)(1)().
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documentary evidence. Any motion to reopen must be filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to
reopen, except that failure to file before this period expires may be excused in the discretion of the Service where it is
demonstrated that the delay was reasonable and beyond the control of the applicant or petitioner. Id.

Any motion must be filed with the office which originally decided your case along with a fee of $110 as required
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world. . . .
[The petitioner] was employed as a chief master of-by
our restaurant aftler she first won the prize in 1986. . . . In
1992, she won the "Golden Mental Prize" at the 1st World
Championship of Ciinese Cuisine. .

Lots o- roduced by her were selected into cooking
books ., . . use és oks of Education Training Center,
. . . She reached the national top

ecia ield.

Other restaurateurs|and hoteliers ir* and_
offer similar praise for the petitioner. e letters all follow a
roughly similar format, and many refer to the "Golden Mental Prize"

and other specific achievements such as the petitioner’s successful
trip to Osaka, Japaﬂ (Shanghai‘’s sister city).

Other witnesses ess ntially repeat various claims that we have
addressed or shall a dress elsewhere in the decision. While these
witnesses have strong praise for the petitioner, the witnesses
consist of the petitioner’s current and former employers as well as
others who have had close contact with her in the past. Also, the
witnesses are heavil& concentrated in Shanghai. Their letters are
not first-hand evidence that the petitioner is known throughout
China. Recognition |limited to the Shanghai area is not national
acclaim. Furthermore, the witnesses will often make factual claims
without explaining how they know those claims to be true, for
example discussing the success of the petitioner’s 1994 visit to
Osaka.

Evidence of commercial successes in the performing arts, as
shown by box office receipts or record, cassette, compact disk,
or video sales.

The t she "was invited to perform live the
in Osaka" during a six-day festival. The
she "made bi rofits about RMB 10
thousands." The petitioner’s sale of; oods at a cultural
event does not constitute the performing arts, and the record
contains no first-hand documentary evidence to show that the
petitioner consistently sells more than other highly

experienced chefsg.

On August 4, -2000, the director informed the petitioner that the
documentation submitted with the petition was not sufficient to
establish extraordinary ability. The director clearly set forth
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the criteria outli‘ed in section 203(b) (1) (A) of the Act, and
specified that the Service has defined "extraordinary ability" as
"a level of expertise indicating that the individual is one of that
small percentage who have risen to the very top of the field of
endeavor."

In response to thisg |letter, the petitioner has submitted copies of
previously submitted documents (including a witness letter with a
new date which repeats, verbatim, the same witness’ earlier
letter). The only new exhibits submitted in response to the notice
are letters from two previous witnesses, who essentially repeat
earlier assertions while offering no new supporting evidence to
show that the petitioner is widely regarded as a to

outside of the hotel and restaurant owners who have ve er.

The director denied |the petition, stating that the petitioner has
not submitted adequate evidence to establish sustained national or
international acclaim at the top of her field. On appeal, the
petitioner asserts that she has won top awards in her field (which
we have already ack owledged, above).

The petitioner argues that, outside of cChina, no organization
exists that is competent to gauge her achievements. That may or
may not be true, but it remains that the petitioner must meet at
least three of the egulatory criteria at 8 C.F.R. 204.5(h) (3) to
qualify for the highly restrictive visa classification she seeks.
The petitioner asserts that her medals should be sufficient to
place her at the top of her field. By regulation, an award alone
is sufficient to esgtablish eligibility only if it is a major,
internationally recognized award (such as a Nobel Prize or an
Olympic medal). The| petitioner has not shown that her awards are
on a comparable level of international recognition; indeed, the
petitioner has argued that there are no competent international
authorities in her field.

The petitioner asserts that her membership in the Chinese Cuisine
Association "is the| best proof of demonstrating my outstanding
ability and skills [in this endeavor.™" The petitioner has not
submitted any evidence to establish that membership in that
association is restricted to individuals with outstanding
achievements, in the manner of (for instance) the U.S. National
Academy of Sciences.

The petitioner observes that newspapers have printed articles about
her. The record offers no information about these newspapers to
allow the conclusion that the petitioner has attracted national
(rather than local) media coverage. The petitioner asserts that
she was invited to Osaka, Japan. This does not, however,
demonstrate an international reputation. The record indicates that
Osaka and Shanghai are "sister citieg" with a cultural exchange
program. The petitioner’s visit to Osaka was part of this program,
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