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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the 
Director, California Service Center, and is now before the 
Associate Commissioner for Examinations on appeal. The appeal will 
be dismissed. 

The petitioner seeks to employ the beneficiary as an interior 
designer for a twenty-six month period. The director determined the 
petitioner had not established that the offered position qualifies 
as a specialty occupation. 

On appeal, counsel states that the director erred in finding that 
the position offered does not meet the criteria for classification 
as a specialty occupation. Counsel further states that a brief 
and/or evidence will be forwarded within 30 days; however, as of 
this date, no additional evidence has been received for inclusion 
in the record. 

Counsel has not stated a basis for the appeal and no further 
evidence has been received on appeal. Counsel merely expresses 
disagreement with the decision of the director. It is noted that 
the regulations at 8 C.F.R. 103.3 (a) (1) (v) provide for summary 
dismissal of an appeal when the appellant fails to identify any 
erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


