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DISCUSSION: The service center director denied the nonimmigrant visa petition and the matter is now before 
the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be rejected. 

The petitioner is a food market that seeks to employ the beneficiary as a management consultant. The 
petitioner endeavors to classify the beneficiary as a nonimmigrant worker in a specialty occupation pursuant to 
Q 101 (a)(lS)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. Q 1 10 l(a)(lS)(H)(i)(b). 

Pursuant to 8 C.F.R. 3 103.2(b)(5): 

Where a copy of a document is submitted with an application or petition, the Service may at any 
time require that the original document be submitted for review. If the requested original, other 
than the one issued by the Service, is not submitted within 12 weeks, the petition or application 
shall be denied or revoked. There shall be no appeal from a denid or revocation based on the 
failure to submit an original document upon the request of the Service to substantiate a 
previously submitted copy. Further, an applicant or petitioner may not move to reopen or 
reconsider the proceeding based on the subsequent availability of the document. An original 
document submitted pursuant to a Service request shall be returned to the petitioner or applicant 
when no longer required. 

In this ease, the director requested the original document for the previously submitted photocopy of the 
beneficiary's school transcript and translation. The petitioner responded by submitting another photocopy. The 
director denied the petition reasoning that she was unable to determine the authenticity of the documends in 
question. The director also properly instructed the petitioner that, pmuant to 8 C.F.R. Q 103.2@)(5), it could not 
appeal the decision or move to have it reopened or reconsidered. Accordingly, the appeal must be rejected. 

ORDER The appeal is rejected. 


