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ON RE: Petiticner:
Bengcficiary:

PETITION: Petition [or a Noninmigrant Worker Pursuant to Section L0z 15KLY ol the
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 ULS.C. § 1101{aX 15%(L)

ON BEITALF OF PETITIONER;

INSTRUCTIONS:
This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals OfMice in vour case. All docurents have been

relumed to the olfice that origimally decided your case. Anv firther inguiry must e made to that
otfice.
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DISCUSSION: “The nonimmigrant visa petition was denicd by the Dircclor, Texas Scrvice Center,
The matter is now belore the Adminismative Appeals Office (AACY} on appeal. The appeal will be
dismissed.

The petitioner imports and sely carpets on a retail and wholesale hasis. It seeks to contifue to employ
the hencficiary temporarity in the Umited States as its CEO and president. The ditoctor detenmined
that the petitioneT had not esuablished thal the beneficiary would be eoaployed in & managerial or
executive capacity.

On appeal, coungel states that the director’s decision is arbitrary and ca privious, Counsel further statey
that the petidoner and the beneficiary are well qualified for the souzhl benefis.

O September 23, 2002, counsel indicated that & bicf audfor evidence would be sent to the AAD
within thiety days. To date, no brief or additional evidence has been received.

As no additional information has been provided in support of the appeal, the record must be
considered comnplete.

The regulations at 8 C.F.R, § O3 3{a){){v) state in patt:
Seraniary disnissal, An olficer to whom an appeal iz taken shall summaniy
disniiss any appeal when the parly concerncd fails to 1dentify specifically any

crromecus coticlusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal.

As the petitioner has failed 1o identify specifically any erroneous eonclusion of law or statcment of
fact tor the appeal, the appeal will be surmmarily disnmissed.

hn visa pelition proceedings, the burden of proving cligihility for the benefit sought reats solely wilh
the petitioner. Section 29§ of the Act, % U.S.C. § 1361. That burden has not been mel

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



