
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
U S C ~ t ~ z e n s h ~ p  and Irnrn~grat~on Sew~ces 
Of$ce ofAdrnltz~stratlve Appenls M S  2090 

- - 
,- Wash~ngton, DC 20529-2090 

I - I  . 
, t , ,  

\ 
-"< < +  

. .  . ., * , ,  .- . . , ; :fi*;j U.S. Citizenship 
; , , . - - A  a - and Immigration 
- 2 2  d - - - -  T - ~ T  Services ?;qJf -, 5 ,  L/ \J- .  

FILE: Office: TEXAS SERVICE CENTER 
SRC 07 015 53927 

MAY 0 5 2009 
Date: 

PETITION: Immigrant petition for Alien Worker as a Skilled Worker or Professional pursuant to Section 
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ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to 
the office that originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to that office. 

If you believe the law was inappropriately applied or you have additional information that you wish to have 
considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen. Please refer to 8 C.F.R. fj 103.5 for 
the specific requirements. All motions must be submitted to the office that originally decided your case by 
filing a Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, with a fee of $585. Any motion must be filed within 30 
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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was denied by the Director, Texas Service Center, and is now 
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The petitioner is a jewelry wholesaler. It seeks to employ the beneficiary permanently in the United States 
as a jeweler. As required by statute, the petition is accompanied by a Form ETA 750, Application for Alien 
Employment Certification, approved by the United States Department of Labor (DOL). The director 
determined that the petitioner had not demonstrated that the beneficiary had the qualifications stated on the 
Form ETA 750, Application for Alien Employment Certification, as certified by the DOL and submitted 
with the instant petition. Specifically, the director found inconsistencies in the record which cast doubt on 
the true nature of the beneficiary's employment history. The director denied the petition accordingly. 

On appeal, counsel states that a clerical error was made on the Form ETA 750 with respect to the 
beneficiary's experience. Counsel has also submitted a written statement fi-om the beneficiary which lists 
the beneficiary's employment history and includes experience which was not listed on the Form ETA 750B. 

Counsel has failed to identify any error made by the director in his decision. Moreover, counsel has failed 
to resolve the discrepancies in the evidence noted by the director with independent, objective evidence. 
Matter of Ho, 19 I&N Dec. 582, 591-592 (BIA 1988). Going on record without supporting documentary 
evidence is not sufficient for purposes of meeting the burden of proof in these proceedings. Matter of 
Sofici, 22 I&N Dec. 158, 165 (Cornrn. 1998) (citing Matter of Treasure Craft of California, 14 I&N Dec. 
190 (Reg. Cornrn. 1972)). 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(l)(v), any appeal that fails identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of 
law or statement of fact shall be summarily dismissed. 

A review of the decision reveals that the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of the 
petition. On appeal, the petitioner has not presented additional evidence. Nor has the petitioner specifically 
addressed the basis for denial. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


