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INSTRUC'TIUSS: 
'This is thc dccision in your casc. A [ I  dncu:ncnts havc bccn rcturncd to the of f ice tE.at originally dccided yimr casu. Any 
fciihc; inquiry must be made to that office. 

[f you bciicvc the law was inapproprratety applied o r  the anaiysis i~scd rn reaching the dccision was inconsistcni with the 
iriformatlor, provided or w i ~ h  precedent decisions, ya:~ may fiic a moilon to rccorsidcr. S ~ i c h  a matior1 must state the 
reasons for rcconside~atinn and be supparecd by a n y  pcrtirlcnt prcccdcn:. decisions. A n y  mohon tta rcconsidcr must be 
f'ilcd withi;? 30 days of ihc dccisior: that r ! : ~  motion seeks to rcconsiiler, a s  rcquircd under 8 CFIP i03.5(a)(L)(i). 

if you havc new or zdditronal ~ n f o ~ a t i o r l  that yoc wish to havc considcrcd. you may fiic a rnoiion to reopen. Such a 
motron mttshslate the new fiicts to be proved at thc rcnpcncd proceeding and be supported by riffidrivies or othcr 
eiocumcntary cvidcncc. Any motion to  reope?! must bc fi!cd within 30 days of  the dccisron that the motox sccks to 
rcopcn, cxccpt that fi~rliirc to filc hcfcorc this  period cxpircs may bc cxcuscd in rile discrciian of thc Service whcrc rt is 
dcxonstrateii that tilt dciiiy was rcasonablc 2nd beyond the controi o f thc  appiicant or pctitioncr. Bd. 

Any rnotlc-in musl bc filed with the office that originaliy dccided yclur casc dong  with a fce of $ I I0 21s reilriitcd under 8 
CFR 103.7. 

Robert P. Wtcmann. Drre 
Admtu~strativc Appeals QP!hcc 
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DISCUBSEON: The P e t i t i o n  for Approval of School for Attendance 
by N o r l i m m i g r a n k  Studerits (Form 2-77) was deniecl. by the D i s t r i c t  
Director, M i a m i ,  Florida. A subsequent appeal w a s  szrr.m.arily 
dismissed by the Associate CorrLw.issioner f o r  Examinations throxgh 
the A d ~ i n i s ~ r a t i v e  Appeals Off ice  (MU) . The matcer i s  now 
before  the BAC on mokicn t o  reopez asid r e c o n s i d e r ,  The motion 
will be granted. The 2rev ious  decision of t h e  AAO will. be 
af f i rmed .  

The Fo rm  6-17 r e f l e c t s  t h a t  t he  p e t i t i c n e r  i n  this r a t t e r ,  t h e  
Chxrch oE Sciefitology Flag Service Organization, Tnc.,  is a 
p r i v a t e  school l i c e n s e d  by t h e  Church of Scientology t o  provide 
r e l i g i o ~ s  t r a i z i n g  t o  i t s  parishioners. The sckool o f f e r s  
certificates of coxple t ion  t o  its graduates. The school d e c l a r e s  
an enrollr.ent of 250 t o  3 0 0  s t ~ d e n t s  w i t h  38  i c s t r u c t o s s ,  The 
petitioner seeks  approval for actendance by F-1 n o n i ~ ~ m l g r a n t  
acadenlc  students. There i s  no indicarkon i n  che record xkat t h e  
school has  ever Seen apprcvefi for at tendance by ~ o n i r r . ~ . i g z - ~ n t  
etudep-ts ic Lhe past. 

The district director denied the peti~ion, finding  hat the 
petirioner fzfled t o  provide the  Serv ice  wLth evidezce of 
national a c c r e d i t a t i o z  and t h a t  p e t i t i o n e r  failed t o  demcnstrate 
that the school is  ar, established institution of l e a r n i n g  o r  
o t h e r  recogxized place s f  study. 

02 motion, counseL for the p e t i t i o n e r  asserts that t h e  peririoner 
rmde a typographical  e r r o r  on the p e t i t i o n  when i t  wrote "nonew 
i n  response to a q-desticn regarding accreditation. Counsel f o r  
the petitioner a r g - ~ e s  cha t  the p e t x t i o ~ e r  i s  a c c r e d i t e d  by t h e  
Church o F  Scientology I n t e r n a t i o n a l .  Counsel for the petitloner 
asserts that it prev ious ly  submitted an2ie evidence that  he 
p e t i t i o n e r  i s  an  e s t a b l i s h e d  i n s t i t u t i o n  of learning and a 
recognized p l ace  of s tudy  of t h e  Scientology religion. 

8 CFR 214.3 (b) s p e c i f i e s  required s ~ p p c r t l n g  evidence,  i n  
pertinert part, as fo l lows:  

Any other p e t i t i o n i n s  school skaL1 submit a - 
c e s t i f i c a t i  
approving, 
t h a t  he o r  

.onf by &e appropriate l i c e n s i n g ,  
o r  a c c r e d i t i n g  official who shall certify 
s h e  is authorized t o  do s o  t o  t h e  effect 

that it is licensed, approved, o r  a c c r e d i t e d ,  . - . 

Tne p e t i t i o n e r  f a i l e d  to provide any evidence t o  estabiish t h a t  
the school has nazional a c c r e d i t a t i o n  o r  state approval .  

Ox n o ~ i o n ,  counsel for the peti~ioner provided the Service with a - - 
copy of a license agreenent betweer; the Ch-arch of Scientology 
Internaticzal and t h e  p e t i t i o n e r  granting t h e  l a t t e r  the right to 
ofEer coursework in t h e  s tudy  of Scientology r e l i g i o u s  scriptures 
and p o l i c i e s ,  In  a, l e t t e r  subrr.it.ted on motion, the p e t i t i o 3 e r  
indicated that i t  is acc red i t ed  and licensed by the C h 7 . r c h  of 
Scientology. 
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This doc~rr.entazios, is not sufficient to satisfy the requLrenent 
that che school be acezedlted by an axthorizecF. official. 8 C2R 
214.3 (b) clearly requires thac the a c c r e d i t a t i o r  shall be by an 
cfficial who shall certify r h a t  he or she is authorized to approve 
the accredktztion. Ko corroborating evidence has been subrr'.itted 
indicating ~ k a t   he Church of Scientology is aathorized to 
accredit schools i n  the state of Flor ida.  Because the petition 
has been unable tc s a t i s f a c E o r i l y  coxply with this requirement, 
the  petriti02 may not be approved, See Matter of College of the 
Scriptures, II ISLN Dec. 154 (Reg. C o r r . ~ .  1965). 

8 CFR 214.3jej (1) prcvides that. the petitioner mist establish 
t h a t  : 

(1) It is a bona flee school;  

(ii) It is an established institutior, of iezr~ilag or 
oLher recognized piace of stxdy; 

(12i) It possesses the necessary facilities, 
personnel, azd finances to conduct instruction in 
recognized courses; and 

(iv) It is, in f a c t ,  engaged i r z  i n s t r u c t i o n  in those 
CQZlrses. 

Tke  d f s t r i c z  d i r e c t o r  d e ~ e r n i n e d  t h a t  the pekitxozer failed to 
adequately demonstrate that it was a r  established insLi2ution of 
l e a r n i r g  OY other recognized place of srudy. 

OF motion, counsel for the p e t i t i o n e r  asserts that it prev ious ly  
sxbmitted. arnple evidence t h a t  the petitioner i s  an established 
institution of learning and a reccgnizeci place of study of the 
Scientology religion. The record of proceeding conta ins  the 1 - 1 7  
pecition and supporting documentation, i ~ c i u d i n g  a school 
catalogue, a tax exenption l e t t e r  fson? the Internab Revenue 
Service, a l i c e n s i n g  agreement, a basic study manual, drawings of 
the ciassroofis' layoat, photographs of course rooms and school 
facilities, a list of instructors indicating which courses they 
had conpleted, copies of school certificates and a donation rate 
schedule. 

- 
learning, the Service considers the length of tlme the school has 
been in ope ra t ion ,  whether the school hss adequate physical 
facilities and qualified faculty, whether the school has been 
approved by a srate agency or acczediCed by the appropriate 
a:zthozity. In the instant case, the petitioner has f a i l e d  tc 
provide evidezce that it hits been approved or  acc red i t ed  by ax 
appropriate official. The petiticner has failed to overcome t he  
director's objections. 
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Beyond the decisi.cn of t h e  director, the petitioner failed to 
provide the Service wich zdditional documentation required by 8 
CFR 214,3(5), izcluding salaries of the teachers, and a certified 
copy of the accountanLcs last statement of the sch~ol's net 
worth, income, and expenses. As the matter will be dismissed on 
t h e  grounds discussed, these issues need not be examined f u r c h e r .  

Coznsel fsr t h e  petitioner reqaested oral  arg~zment .  O r a l  
a r g u ~ . e r ~ t  is limited to cases where cause is shown. Ir, be 
shown thst a case involves uniqce faczs  or issues of l a w  that 
cannot  b e  adequately addressed i n  writing. 12 t h i s  case, no caxse 
f o r  0x21 arg~ment is shown. Therefore, the request is denied. 

r-  he bureer of procf Fr- chese proceedirgs rescs solely with the . ~ 

c Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 13151. H e r e ,  the 
petitio~er has not suscaized that bzrden. 

OgDER: The prior decision of the 2U.O skall be affirEed. 


