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IN BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

SELF-REPRESENTED 

ENS'I RUCTIONS . 
This is the decision in your case. All doclrrnents ltave bccn rctrarr~ed to the office which originally decicied your case. 
Any further ~nquiry must be made to that oliicz. 

If yoti bcIicvc tl;c iaw was istappropriateiy 2p:hrpIied or the analysis used In reaching the decision was ~ncomsistcni wieh 
the informarios~ provided or with precedent decisions. you may fite a motion to rcconsidcr. Such a motion must sedec: 
the reasons for reconsideration 2nd be supported by any pcrfinent precedent decisions. Any motion to recon~~der  must 
be filed wit\in 30 days or' rhe decision that the motion seeks to reconsnder, as seqliired andtr 8 C.F.R. iR3.5(a)(l)(i). 

li you have new or additional information which you wish to have cunsidcrcd, you may tile a mollon ro reopcrr. Such 
a motion must state rhe new facts to bc proved at the reoper~ed proceeding and be silpported by afficiavits or other 
documentary evidence. Any morion to reopen must be filed within 30 days of the drcisicra that the notian seeks to 
reopen. except that i'zilure to file before this period expires may bc excused in h e  discretion of the Scrvice where i t  is 
ckcrnonstrared that the delay was reasonable and beyond the control of the applicafic or petitioner. M. 

Any rnctiorl must be filed w i h  the office wIllcPl originaliy decided your case along w i h  a fec of $1 10 as required 
under R C.P.R. 103.7. 

FOR TIIE ASSOCIA'TE COMMISSIONGK, 
EXAMFN ATIONS 
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DISCUSSION: The noninmkgra~t visa petition w;3s denied by the 
Director, Verrr.cn~ Service Center. The wat ter  is =ow before the 
Associate Comhnissioner for Exanis,ations on appeal. The a p p a l  wrll 
be dismissed. 

The petitioner manufactures shoes, industrial machinery and 
electronic "qoodsss and sells shoes, chemicals, electronic - 
equiprnenz, Itve stock and narine products. It seeks Lo employ the 
beneficiary tengorarily in the United States as its quality design 
and assurance manager. The direcccr determined that t h e  petitio~er 
had not identified a specific beneficiary as required by the L-1% 
petition, that the pezitioner had not established that a 
beneficiary would be employed in the 'li'nlzed S t a t e s  in a specialized 
knowledge czlpacity, or that the 3.S. bxsiness would support a 
specialized knowledge employee within one year. 

On appeal, t h e  petitioner states that he was not  aware that he must 
subxit a petition for only one executive or manages and that he is 
now subrxitting an L-1B petition f o r  one individual who co-dLd train 
other er.ployees. 

S C . F . R .  103 - 3  (a) (1) (v) states, in pertinent p a r t :  

Summary d i s m i s s ~ ? l .  An officer to whom an appeal is taken 
shall summariLy dismiss any appeal when the party 
concerned faiis to identify specifically any erroneous 
conclusion cf law or staEement of fact for the appeal. 

On appeal, r k e  petitioner ackcowledges that the  initial petition 
w a s  misfiled, agreeing with the decision of the director in that 
regard. in fact, the petitioner faiis to identify any erroneous 
conclusion of law or ~Caterilent of fact for the appeal. The 
petitioner dces not submit a b r i e f  o r  otherwise address the issues 
of specialized knowledge or the business plan cited by the director 
in h i s  decision. The evidence that was submitted on appeal, a new 
petition, is not sufficient to overcorre the decision of t h e  
director, The appeal. will, therefore, be sumnarily dismissed in 
accordance with 6 C . F . R .  1C3.3(a) (I) (v). 

12 visa petition proceedings, the burden of provi~g eligibility for 
eke benefit sought reriains entirely with the petikioner. Section 
291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 1361, The petitioner has not sustained 
that burden. 

ORDER: The appeal is disaissed 


