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INSTRUCTIONS: 

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to 
the office that originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to that office. 

~ o b e r t ' ~ .  Wiemann, Director 
Administrative Appeals Office 



DISCUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, Vermont Service 
Center, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The petitionerlbeneficiary seeks to be classified pursuant to section 203(b)(3) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1153(b)(3) as a skilled worker or professional. The petitioner is an 
individual. She seeks to be employed in the United States as a registered nurse. The petitionerlbeneficiary 
asserts that the she qualifies for a blanket labor certification pursuant to 20 C.F.R. § 656.10, Schedule A, Group I. 
The petitioner did not submit the Application for Alien Employment Certification (ETA 750) with the Immigrant 
Petition for Alien Worker (1-140). The director determined that the petitionerlbeneficiary was ineligible for 
the benefit sought as there is no provision of law whereby a petitioner can self-petition as a registered nurse 
and denied the petition on August 18. 2003. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 204.5(c) states in pertinent part: 

Filing petition. Any United States employer desiring and intending to employ an alien may 
file a petition for classification of the alien under section 203(b)(l)(B), 203(b)(l)(C), 
203(b)(2), or 203(b)(3) of the Act. An alien, or any person in the alien's behalf, may file a 
petition for classification under section 203(b)(l)(A) or 203(b)(4) of the Act (as it relates to 
special immigrants under section 101(a)(27)(C) of the Act). 

On appeal, counsel does not address the issue of self-petitioning and simply states, '-ontends that 
upon approval of her 1-140 Petition, which was filed concurrently with the 1-1485 and 1-765 petitions, she will be 
eligible to Adjust her Status to Permanent Resident." 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(l)(v) provides that "[aln officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily 
dismiss any appeal when the party concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or 
statement of fact for the appeal." 

In this case, the bare assertion of error is not a sufficient basis for a substantive appeal. It does not specifically 
address errors in the director's decision. Furthermore, it is unclear as to what counsel is requesting CIS to do in 
his brief. 

As the petitioner has failed to identify specifically an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact as a basis 
for the appeal, the appeal must be summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


