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OFF'ICE OF ADMINISa'RATIV8 APPEALS 
425 Eye Srreet N.W. 

File: BAC-99-1 B4-5068 1 Office: Vermont Service Center 

Perition; immigrant Petition for Alien Worker as a Mctnbcr of the Pnrfessicsns HoIdIrzg an Advanced Degree or an ABien 
of Exccprlorm1 Ability gihrsuant to Section 20J(b)(2) of the Gmrnigaa~ion and Nationality ACT, 8 U.S.C. 
1153(h)(2) 

ENSTKECTIONS; 
This is tile decision En yonr case. All docutrzerrts have been returned to the office which originally decided your case. 
ADBY f~r&l.ier itkyrairy rnust be made to that office. 

f f  you beIicvc the law was inappropriately applied or the analysis used In reaching the decision was. inco~~sisccnr with the 
infc>rt~~aeian provided or wirh prcccde~le decisions, you may file a motion ro reconsider. Such a mtjtion must state the 
reasons for reconsideration and be supported by any pea~inent precedent decisions. Any rriotion to reconsider must he 
tilei8 within 30 days of'ehe decision &at the trrocion seeks to reconsider, as required under 8 C.F.K. 103.5(a)(I)(i). 

I t  you have new or addirlonsl informatiorr which you wish to have considered, you m;ly tile a tnotion to reopen. Suck1 a 
rrloeior~ mQst state the new faczs to be proved at the reopened proceeding and be supported by ai'fidavits o r  arher 
documentary evidence. Any motion t o  reopen must, be tiled within 30 days crf the decision that the rnoniora seeks ttr 
reopen, except that hiEure to fije before this period expires snay be excuscd in the discretion or  the Service where it ic 
demorzstrated that the delay was reasonable axid beyond tllc control of  tile applicant or pezidoner. a. 
Any motion must be tiled wit11 the nlticc which origlnalIy decided your case along with fcc of $110 ac required under X 
C F.R. 103.7. 
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DESCUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition was bcnicd by the Director, 
Vemoat ScwIcc Center, md is now before the Associate Commissioner for Examinations on 
appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The petitioner seeks ~Iassifisation pursme to section 203(b)(2) of the Immigration md NationaIily 
Act (the Act), 8 G.S.C. E 153@)&2), as a member of the prsfesslans E?o%ding m advanced degree. 
The petitioner asserts that an exemption horn the requirement of a job offer, and thus of a hbor 
certiiication, is in the nationd interest ofthe United States. ?'he director fomd that the petitioner 
qualifies for classification as a member of the professions holding m advanced degree, bent that the 
petitioner had not estzblished ha t  an exemption from the requirement of a job ofler would be in the 
national interest of the: United States. 

On appeal, counsel stated that he would submit a brief and/or evidence to the Adrni~i~trative 
Appeals Unit ("AAU") within 30 days. 

Counsel dded the appeal Febmary 25, 2000. As of this date, more than 21 months later, the 
AAU has received nothing further. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. 103.3(sr)(l)(v), an appeal shall be su a i l y  dismissed if the party 
concerned fails to identify sspecificaly any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for 
the appeaI. 

Cmnsel here has not specifkally addressed the reasons stated far denial and has not provided aBy 
additional evidence. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

ORDER; The zppeal is dismissed. 


