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DESCUSSION:  'The ecmployment-based immigrant visa petition was denied by the Eircetor,
Mebraska Service Center, and is now before the Associate Conunissioner for Examinations on
appeal. The appeal will be dismmissed.

The peationer seekys classification pursuant 16 seclion 203(0(2) of the Tmmigration and Nationality
Acl (the Acly, U180 1135(h)2), ws a member ol the professions holding an advaneed depres,
The petitioner asserts that an exemption from the requirement of a job offer, and thus of a lahor
certitication, is in the national interest of the United States. The dircetor found that the petitioner
qualifies for classification as 2 member of the professions holding an advaneed degree, but that the
petitioner had not established that an exemption from the requirement of a job offer would be in the
national mlerest of the United States.

Cn appeal, counsel merely stated that be would submit » brief and/or evidence to the
Admimnistrative Appeats Unit (" AATU™Y within 30 days.

Counsel dared the appeal Avgust 24, 20000 As ol this date, more thin 28 months Later, the AATT
has received nothing farther.

As stared in 8 C.ILR. 103.3¢@)1)(v}, an appeal shall he summarily dismissed i (he party
voncermed [uils to idemtity specifically any erronesus conclusion of law or statement of face for
the appeal.

Counsel here has pot specifically addressed the reasons stated lor denial und has not provided any
additional evidence. He has nol cven caprossed disagreement with the director’s decision. The

appeal st therefore be suimmarily dismissed.

ORDER.: The appeal is dismissed.



