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Petitiin: Pelticn for a Wonimuigrane Worker Pursuant s Section W07 (=015 of the Immigration aml Hagonalioe Act,
L 5.0, V101 {al 15HLY

N BEHALT OF FETITIONER.:

TNSTRITCTIONS:
This is the decision myour case. Al docoroenls Tave been retumed we b oflice winoch orgonalby decided yowr case, Aoy
Turther Wiy Doost be oada to that oftice,

IF you believe the law was inappropriately applisd or fhe analveis vsed in roaching the decision was nconsisent wilh the
mtormativn provided or with precedant decisions, you may file a moton o recomsider.  Such @ motion muse state the
regsens for recomsideTatdon and he supporia] Ty any perenom poessdene decisions, AT monion o reoonsider musy be fled
wickin 31 ays oF e decisio that O ot seeks o ceconsider, 45 requicsd wnlee 8 C.F R103 5= 1)

IE wun bave new o sdditional informition which pou wisl bo have corsdered, oo tnay fle & motim by reapen. Soch A
maron st st the mew faces by e rroavek At the n_'::tl'u:ncd In‘qwd'tng wned be supported by afiidavits or ather .jnu:u_mema_r}-
evidenice. Aoy mobio e meopen sl be Ged within 30 duys of Qe decisom Hhal the owitien seeky o oeopen, cxoopt tat
failure e tilc Betore this pernd cxpires mag b cxenzed inohe discrction of the Seivice where W w o denoostraed that des
e lay weus rewsunghle sl evond the conerol GF the agmlicact ar peidoner, Jd.

Ay ot tiust be Tiled witke e olfce which originatly decidesd wour case sieng with 4 fee of $110 a5 requited wider §
CEL. 1037
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Pape 2 LIN-08-18%-51304

DIECUSSETION: The npon_myigrant wisa petitlon was denied by tho
miveooor, Mebraska Servioo deomtor, snd 2Zs now before the Associztrs
Comminsioncr for Sxaminations on zopeosl. Tas appezl will ke

dismisned.

Tho petiliorers sesks to cxtend —he bereliola-y's classificatisn as
an T-13 dnzra-company Cransferee parsuant tao section 1017{a) (16} (L)
al  the Immigration and Mallonality Act {the Actil, 8 T.5.C.
1101d=y (13% (L] . The director denled =Zhe pezizion kescause he
determincd thac- the psliticner nad failed to demonstrats that tha
senefiolary had  oeen or  wounld ks emplovad  in a  orimsrily
managerial or executive capacity.

om anpeal, <he petitioner irndicates that ke has retained a “new
attorney”;: however, thz record does non commain A new Form D-2R,

Mobice ot Entry of Appemararce as Attornsy or Hepresentative.  The
petitioner assetts thnat his former a'lorzney "did nol Eile right
papsr=" and stated Lhat he was "ready to do Lt Chim]saclf.™ As of

thi=s date, over sixtesr moaths later, nn further avidence oF
argum=nT has been zeceived Ly the Service.

&% =2rated in B CLT.OR. LAZ.3(a) (1) (w), ar z2ppea’ shall ke summariley
clsmiszad it the pavyty concnrncd falls to ddontify soocifica |y
any erronsocs osipzlusicn of aw or statevent of  faoh oz Lhe
aponal.

¥
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The oeatitionor hzs not addressed the reasons stated for denial and
% rot ovovided any adoizicnal  evidenco. Tho  appoa.  muast
Lherelore ba summarily diamissed.

OEGER: 'I'ne appeal s dism>ssed,



