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IN  BEIIALF OF PETITIBKER: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
This is the liccisior~ in your case. Ail dncunienrs have been returned to the office which origirlally decided your case 
Any Lurther inquiry must be made to that officc. 

Hf you believe h e  taw was inappropriatciy applied or &e analysis used in reaching &it decision was inconsistent wilh 
the information provided or with precedent decisions, you erray file a motion to reconsider. Such a motion must state 
the reasons for reconsiderarion and be suppostrri by any perrinznt precedent. decisions. Any motion to reconsider must 
be filed within 30 days of the decision h a t  the motion sitsks to reconsider, as required undcr 8 C.F.K. f03..5(a)(B)(i). 

Et you have new or additronal informaeior~ which you wish to have considered, you may tjie 2 motion to ruopcn. Such 
a motion must siafe cihe new facts tu bc proved at r41e reopened proceeding and bc supported hy afiidav~ts or  othcr 
documentary evidence. Any motion to scogegl must be Rleb w~thln 30 days of ~~c decision that the motlon seeks to 
reope~i, except that taiiure to iile before this period expires may be excused in &c discretion of d ~ e  Serv~ce where it is 
demunstrarctd that lilt delay was reasonable and beyond the control of the applicant or pcti;io:ler. a. 
Any morion must bc fiicd with the offjce which originaliy decided your case aiorng with a fee of $1 iO as required 
under 8 C F.R. 103.7. 
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DISCUSSION: The nonkmmigrarit visa petition was denied by the 
DirecYor, Vermont Service Cen te r .  The matter is =OW before the 
Associate C~ornmisa;kone.- for Examinations on appeai .  The appeal will 
be disnissed. 

The petitioner, an international real estace developer, seeks to 
employ the beneficiary Cemporarily Ir? the United States as its 
president. The director determined that the petitioner had not 
established that the beceficiary would be employed in the Uniked 
States in a managerial cr execxtive posiEioc requiring specizlized 
knowledge or that the Vnited States entlP;y had sufficient financial 
resources to sxppor t  its plannea undertakings. 

O n  appeal, counsel states that '!We have already submitted all 
bocumeneatior;. Please read carefully, all points have been covered. 
Please alicw business to continue." 

8 C.F.R. 103.3 (a) (I) (v) states, in pertinent part: 

Summary d i smissa l  . An officer to whcrr. an appeal is taken 
shall a dismiss any appeai  when the par ty  
concerned fails to ic ient i fy  specifically any erroneous 
conciuslon of law or statement of fact for the appeal. 

On appeal, ccunsel declares disagree~.ent with the decision of the 
director, but fails to identify specifically any erroneous 
ccnclusion of law or statement of fact f o r  the appeai.  As t h e  

A A 

petitioner has provided no adiiiticnai evidence on apgeal to 
overcome the decision of the director, the appeal will be summarily 
disnissed In accordance with 8 C,F.R, 103 - 3  (a) (1) (v) . 
12 visa petitio2 proceedings, t h e  burden of proving eligibility for 
the benefit sought remains entirely with the petitioner. Section 
291 of the Act, 8 U . S  . C .  1361. The petitioner has not sustained 
that burden. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


