
OFFICE OF m M I h i I s m m  APPEALS 
425 Eye Strccb N.W. 
UUB, 3rd Floor 
Wasleingtu~. D.C 20536 

Petition: Immigrant Petition for AAin Worker as a Member of the Professions Holding an Advanced Degree or an 
Alien of Excepciunal Abinitgr Pmsuant to Section 203@)(2) of fie Immigratiors and Naniaoalixy Act, 8 
u.s.e. 1153@)02) 

EN BEHA1.F OF PETITIONER: 

INS'I'KIJC'I'l~bNS: 
This is the decision ia y4:ur Air dockirnents laasre been rebrned tc h e  officr: which orEginaiEg~ decided your case. 
Arly further iilquiry must be made to that crftlce. 

If  you beiieve the iaw was inappropriately appIicd or the analysis used in reacl~lng the decision was inconsistcnr wih dlc 
inlba~nation provided o r  with precedenr desisioi~s, ycm may f3e a mosioi: to reconsider. Such a rraoliona must stare the 
rcasons for reconsidera~ion and be supported by any pcreinenl precedent dccisioas. Any ~ineiow to ~ecmsider must be 
klIed within 30 days of the decisicrsn that the rnot io~ seeks to reconsider, as required under 8 C.F.R. 103.5(a)[i)(i). 

Ef you have n::w or additional infolprmasior, which you wlsla io have considered, you rnay fjle a motior, to reopefa. Such a 
motion nlust stare etae riew PJCIS to be proved at the reopened proceeding arnd be supporeell by alkidavits or aathilr 
dtscumeaatary evideracc. Any rnotion to reopen mist he filed with is^ 30 days of thc dccisit~rs rhar LHre nxolio~a seeks u, 
reopen, except that h i lure  tc lite before this period expircs may be excused in the discretion of ihc Servicc where it is  
desnonstrated that the delay wzs rrasonabie anti heytrnd the corlesoi of the applicant o r  pcsitioner. Ed. 

Any trxotion must h:: 5ied with lire c,f'ficc which originally decided your case aiorlg witit a fee of $1  I0 as reqnircd under 8 
C*.I;.R. 103.7. 

FOR 'THE ASSOCFRTE COMMISSIONER, 
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DISCUSSION: The employment-based Fmmigrmt visa petition was dcnred by the Director, 
Vermont Sewice Center, md is now before the Associate Commissioner for Exminations on 
appeal. The appeal wiBI be dismissed. 

The petitioner seeks slassi6cation pursuant to section 203(b)(2) of the ImmEgrdtion and Nationality 
Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 1 f 53(b)(2), as a member of the professions holding m advanced degree. 
The petitioner asserts that m exemption from the requirement of a job offer, md thus sf a labor 
certification, i s  in the national interest of the Lsrited Slates. The director found that the petitioner 
qualifies Sor cl~sification as a member of the professions holding rn advanced degree, but &zit the 
petitioner h d  not established that an exemption from the requirement of a job offer would be in. the 
national interest of the United States. 

On appear, coumeE merely stated that heishe would submit a brief and/or evidence to the 
Administrative Appeals Unit {"AAU") w E ~ ~ Z P E  30 days. 

Gounsei filed the appeal February 22, 2000. As sf this da~e ,  more thm 21 months later, the 
AAU has received nothing htsR-t%Ter. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. E03+3(a)(I)(v), an appeal shall be sumuri!y dismissed if the party 
concerned fa& to Identify speci5cally my e~oneozs conclusion of Eaw or saxemed of fa3 for 
the appeal. 

Counsel here has notspecifically addressed the reasons stated br denial and has noc provided any 
additional evidence. The appeal must therefore be s~mal- iHy dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal: is dismissed. 


