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Pcnirbn: lmmigraxlt Petition for AIienl Worker as a Member of the ProCessions Holding sn Advanced Dcgaci: or an Alien 
of Exceptional AbElily hrsuarat to Section 20J(b)/2) crf the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. 
1153(b)/2) 
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INSTRUCTIOKS: 
This is thc dccisitr:~ in your case. A11 documents have been rcmaracd to tile oftice which originaIIy decided youi case. 
Any further inquiry rrlust be rnade to that office. 

If you bciieve the law was inappropriately applied or the anaiysrf used En reaching the decision was ir~consisee~~t wit11 the 
trlforrnation provsded or with precedent decisions, you may file a motion to reconsider. Such a ~ U ~ I D I E  rnw! state the 
reason\ for reconsiderarion and be supported by any pertinent precedent decl~iims. Any nkorion to reconsider must be 
tjled wirhirl 30 days of the decisiori that the motLon sccks to reconsider, as required under 8 E3 F.M. 103.5(a)(Ij(n) 

if you have new car add~tinlsaI inibrwation which you wiqln to I~ave considered, yom may file a motion to reopen. Sucl~ a 
rnolion must starc thc new facts to be proved at the reopened psoceedirrg a~lcl be supported by aff?davirs or other 
docutntmary evldernce. Any motion en reopen muse be Liled w%rhin 30 days of the decisiorl that the motion seeks to 
reopen, except that fdiIurk: to Ake before this period expires trjay be excused in the discrctitrn of the Service where it is 
dcmol~srraeed rilat the deEdy was rcasonahie and beyond the contra! o f  the appIicant or petitioner. @. 

Atly motion must be lited with thc office which originally dccided your cake aIong with a fcc of $1 10 as required under 8 
C.F.R I03.7. 

- 
'%&&rc P Wieinann, &>irecror 

Adnrrn~srrar~ve Appeals ClffYcc 



Page 2 
DBlSmZUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, 
Nebraska Sewice Center, and is now before the Associate Commissioner for Exminations OD 
appeal. The appeal &-ill be dismissed. 

The petitloncr seek to classify the beneficiary p~p.s~mr to section 203(b)(2) of thc Immigration m d  
Nationality Act (the Act). 8 U3.C. % E53(b)(2), as a member of the professions holding an advanced 
degree. The petitioner asserts that m exemption from the recguirerner.Bt of a job offer, md ahus of a 
labor certification, is in the national interest of the United States. The director found that the 
petitioner qualiges for clssssifieatio~ as is a m b e r  sf the profkssions holding an advanced degree, 
but that the petitioner had no"testabEished that m exemption h m  the requirement of a job offer 
wou1d be in the national interest ofthe United States. 

On appeal, counsel merely staad that the director's decision was incorrect and ha t  the petitioner 
would submit a brief and/or evidence 90 the Administrative Appeals Unit Qq9AAU") within 30 
days. 

Counsel dated the appeal September 2 ,  1999. As of this date, more than two years later, the 
AAU has received nothing further. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. 103.3(a)(%)(v), an appezl shall be summarily dismissed if the p a ~ y  
concerned fails to ide~tify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for 
the appeal. 

Counsel here has not specifically addressed the reasons stated for denial aakd has nos provided any 
additional evidence. The appeal must therefore be s u m r E I y  dismissed. 

OmER: The appeal is dismissed. 


