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DISCUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, Nebraska Service
Center. The petitioner filed a motion to reopen and to reconsider, and the director denied the petition again. The
matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be sustained and the petition
will be approved. -

The petitioner seeks classification as an employment-based immiérant pursuant to section 203(b)(1)(A) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1153(b)( il)(A), as an alien of extraordinary ability in
business. The director determined the petitioner had not established that he was eligible for classification as an
alien of extraordinary ability. |

Section‘203(b) of the Act states, in pertinent part, that:

(1) Priority Workers. -- Visas shall first be made available . . | to qualified immigrants who are aliens
described in any of the following subparagraphs (A) through (C)

(A) Aliens with Extraordinary Ability. -- An alien is described in this subparagraph if --

(1) the alien has extraordinary ability in the scien ces, arts, education, business, or
athletics which has been demonstrated by sustained national or international acclaim
and whose achievements have been recognized in the field through extensive
documentation,

(i) the alien seeks to enter the United States td continue work in the area of
extraordinary ability, and

(iif) the alien's entry to the United States will subste?mtially benefit prospectively the
United States. f

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 204.5(h)(3) outlines ten criteria, at least| three of which must be satisfied for an alien
to establish the sustained acclaim necessary to qualify as an alien of extraordinary ability. The director concluded
that the petitioner had met two of the criteria: €)) ymembership in an association in the field requiring outstanding
achievement; and (2) serving as a judge of the work of others. We agree with the director’s finding and find
that the petitioner’s evidence also satisfies the following criterion.

Published materials about the alien in professional or major trade publications or other major media,
relating to the alien's work in the field Jor which classification is sought. Such evidence shall include the
title, date, and author of the material, and any necessary translation.

The petitioner and his work have been the primary subject of articles featured in FriConomy, Grafenauer
Anzeiger, Manager Magazin, Financial Markets Group Review, and most recently, Derivatives Week.
Documentation in the record confirms the significant national and international distribution of Manager Magazin
and Derivatives Week. We find that the strength of the evidence presented on appeal is adequate to satisfy this
criterion.
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In this case, we find that the petitioner has satisfied three of the regulatory criteria required for classification
as an alien of extraordinary ability. Pursuant to the statute and regulations as they are currently constituted,
the petitioner qualifies for the classification sought.

In review, while not all of the evidence presented in this matter carries the weight imputed to it by counsel,
the totality of the evidence establishes an overall pattern of sustained national and international acclaim and
extraordinary ability in the field of finance. Therefore, the petitioner has overcome the stated grounds for
denial and thereby established eligibility for the benefits sought under section 203 of the Act.

The burden of proof in visa petition proceedings remains entirely} with the petitioner. Section 291 of the Act,
8 U.S.C. § 1361. The petitioner has sustained that burden. Accdrdingly, the decision of the director denying

the petition will be withdrawn and the petition will be approved.

ORDER: The appeal is sustained and the petition is approveci.




