U.S. Department of Homeland Security
20 Massachusetts Ave. NW, Rm. A3042
Washington, DC 20529

identifying data deleted to
prevent clearly unwarranted
mvasionof p  onal privacy

U.S. Citizenship
and Immigration
Services

PUBLIC COPY

L
m‘““}iz ;

V4
MQ e

FILE: WAC 04 094 50150  Office: CALIFORNIA SERVICE CENTER  Date: H’_B 1 0 2005

IN RE: Petitioner:
Beneficiary:

PETITION: Petition for a Nonimmigrant Worker Pursuant to Section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)(H)()(b)

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER:

INSTRUCTIONS:

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

Fubet My'se

Robert P. Wiemann, Director
Administrative Appeals Office

www.uscis.gov



WAC 04 094 50150
Page 2

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

The petitioner is a medical clinic. It seeks to employ the beneficiary as a system analyst and to classify
her as a nonimmigrant worker in a specialty occupation pursuant to section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b).

The director denied the petition on the ground that record did not establish that the proffered position is a
specialty occupation.

On the appeal form counsel referred to one of the director’s grounds for denial, but did not state the
reason for the appeal. Counsel indicated that a brief would be submitted within 30 days providing
reasons for the appeal and supporting documentation. The appeal was filed on June 23, 2004, but no brief
or documentation was filed in the next 30 days or at any time up to the date of the instant decision.

As specified in 8 CF.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v), “[a]n 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.” The petitioner in this case has not identified any erroneous
conclusion of law or statement of fact in the director’s decision. Accordingly, the appeal must be
summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. The petition is denied.



