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IN Kh: Pctrtroners c 
Pctitro-I: Pctitron For h g ~ r o v a l  of School fbr Atterldwce by Nollrrnrnigrant St~tlients under Scct~on 1 Ol(z)(l5)(M)(i) 

of thc Imwrgrat~on md Nat~onaiity Act, 8 U.S.C. 1101 (a)(I 5)(M)(i) 

INS'I'RtJC't'IONS: 
'Ihis is fhc decisic~n ~n your case. Ali documents havc becn returned to the office that origlnaily decided your case. Ai?y 
furtiler anquiry must be made to that office. 

I f  you belrcve: rile iaw was Inappropri;ttely applied or the analysis used in rcaci~ing the decision was inconsistent with the 
information provided or with dccisians, you may file a motion to rcconsidcr. Such a motion must state the 
reasons for reconsideration and be supported by any pertinent precedent dccisions. Any motion to reconsider must be 
fiied withjn 30 days of the decision that the n?ot~on sccks to rcconsidcr, ss required under S C.F.R. 103,5(a)(l)(i). 

if you havc new or additionai infomation that yo3 wish to have considered, yoti may Ale a motion to rcopc1i. Such z 
motion must state t'hc ncw hc ts  to bc proved at the reopened proceeding and be supporied by affidavits or other 
$ocumentary evidcncc. Any motion to reopcn mast be Sled within 30 days of the dccision that the motion seeks to 
reopen, except that fai!rirc to file bcforc this period expires may be excused in the discretioli o f ~ h e  Servicc where it is 
demonstrated that the dciay was reasonable and beyond the control of the applicant or pelitioner. Id. 

A n y  motion must be fried with the office that originally decided your case d o n g  with a fec of $ I I0 as required ~ ~ ; d c r  8 
C.E.R. 103.7. 

Rybert P. Wiemann, Director 
Administr~itivc Appeals Office 
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DESCUSSEONr The Petitions for Approval of Schook for Attendance 
by Nonimmigrant Students ((Form 1-17) were denied by the Diserkcr  
Director, Los AngeEes, California. "he matter is now before the 
Associate  Cov.mlssione~ for Examifiations on appeal. The appeal 
will be dismissed, 

The f i l e  contains t w o  Form 1-17 petitions fron two schools that 
share the same canpus. Global Leaders University and Semi~ary 
[Glcbal Professional College], is a private technical and 
vocational school established in 1998. The school ofEers 
training in language, vocational and technical training and 
professional studies. The school declares an enrollment of forty 
students w i Y h  fifteen instrxctors. The petitioner seeks approvzl 
for attenaazce by F-1 n~ni~rcigrant vocational students and F-1 
no~ir~migrant academic s t u d e n t s .  The seco~ld petitioner, Global 
Lea-ders  University [GLU], is a private institulion establis5ed on 
December 23, 1939. GLU cffers postsecondary edilcation in the 
areas of religion and professional studies. GLU declares ar, 
enrollr.enC of 10 students and five teachers. GLW seeks approval 
for atte~dance by F-1 nonimmigrant academic students. As the 
schools share the same file nunber, the appeals will be 
adjudicated together. It is noted that the distrlct director 
should issue a separate file nurr,ber for one of the schools. 

The director de?ied khhe petitions, finding that the petitio~ers 
failed to provide the Service with evidence that their ccurses 
are accepted as fulfilling the requirements for attainment of an 
educational, vocational or professional cbjective and are not 
avocatlcnal or recreational in character. The director 
determined that the gecitioners EaLled to submit additional 
required docu?nentation, includinq the teachersc salaries, the - - 
attendance policy, the amount and character of their supervisory 
an2 consultative services, and evidence to establish that the 
schools are established institutions 

On appeal, the schoolsbwner submitted additional documentation. 

8 C . F .  2 .  2 1 4 , 3  (b) specifies required supporting evidence, in 
pertinent part, as follcws: 

Any ether petitioning. school shall submit a 
certification by the appropriate licensing, 
approving, or accrediting official who shaii certify 
that he or she is authorized to do so to the effect 
that it is licensed, approved, or accredited. . . . 
A charter shall not be considered a license, 
approval, or accreditatiorz. A school catalogue, if 
one is issued, shall also be submitted with each 
petition. If nct included in the catalogue, or if a 
catalcgue is not issued, the school shall furnish a 
written statemerit co~taining inforrration concerninc; 
the size of i t s  physical plant, nature of its 
facilities for study and training, educational, 
vocational or professional qualifications of the 
teaching scaff, salaries of the teachers, attendance 
an6 scholastic grading policy, amount and character 
of supervisory and consultative services available to 
students and trainees, and finances (including a 
cerkified copy of accountantis last statement of 
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schoclPs nee worth, income, and expenses). 

8 C.F,R, 214.3(c) provides additional evidence that musr be 
submi'cteci: 

If the petitioner is a vocazional, business, or 
larguage school, or American inscitutkon of research 
recognized 3s s-dch by the Atturney General, i"L:t'.st 
submit eviderce zhat  its coxrses of s t d y  are 
accep~ed as fulfilling the require~~en~s for  he 
attainment of an educacfchal ,  professional, or  
vocational objective, and are not zivccational or 
recreational Lr character. 

8 C.F.R. 214 - 3  (e) (I) provides that the evZdence mast establish 
-C_tar_ : 

(i) It is a bona fide school; 

(ii) It is an established institution of learning ol= 
other recognized place of study; 

(ill) It possesses the necessary fac~lities, 
perso~nel, and finances to cona~ct Insrruc~ion in 
recognized co-drses; and 

(iv) It is, in fact, enaaged in instruc",on in those 
cou'cses. 

Global Professional College submitted its articles of 
incorporatio~, several bank statements, a letter from the Internal 
Revenue Service according 501 (c) ( 3 )  tax-exerr.pt status, a 
description of i ts  physical plank facilities, and a school catalog 
that describes iks attendance policy, factl l ty qualificatio~s and 
the amounk and character of consulea?ive services available to 
stizder?ts. 

Globai Professional College fa i lea  to submit evidence cf its 
teachers' salaries, and a certified copy of the accountant's last 
statexent of the school's net worth, income, and exDenses. Global 

A 

Professional College failed to submit any evidence that its 
courses oE  study are accepted as fulfilling the requirements for 
the a e t a i n v . e ~ t  of an educational, prcfes&ional, or vocational 
objective, and are ~ 0 %  avocational or recreatsonal in character. 

Global Leaders University [GLUI submi-cted bank sCa:ements, a 
descriptioz of its cznpus, a ~ l d  its caealog chat. describes its 
a r t enda rce  policy and cons~ltative services (work scholarship 
progxarn and career services). GLU also provided the Service with 
a copy of a letter dated February 18, 2000 froa the California 
Bureau for Private Postsecondary and Vocational Education scating 
that the petitioner qualifies for exclusion fro3 accredi ta t ior ,  
requirements as 2 religious organization. 

GLU failed to s x b m i t  evidence of its teachers' salaries, and a 
certified copy cf the accountant's last statement of the schoolTs 
net worth, incone, and expenses. 



The burden of proof in these proceedings rests sole ly  w i t h  the 
petitioner. Section 291 of t h e  Act, 8 U.S.C. 1361. H e r e ,  the 
petitioners have not sustained that burden. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


