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U.S; D~parti;IJ~nt of lloD;lelitiid$eciuity 
u.s: Citi±el'iship and Immigration Services 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) · 
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., MS 2090 
Washington, DC 20529.2090 · 

U.S~ Cit~enship 
and Imtnigtation 
Services 

DATE: DEC 0 6 2013 OFFICE: CALIFORNIA SERVICE CENTER FILE: 

INRE: 

PETITION: 

Petitioner~ 
Beneficiary:: 

Petition for a Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI) Only Nonimmigrant 
Transitional Worker Classification PurSuant t<,> 48 U.S.C. § 1806(d) 

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

SELF-REPRESENTED 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
, 

.Enclosed please find the decision ,of the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) in your case. 
' ( 

Thi.s is a non•preceaent decision. The AAO does not announce new constructions of law nor establish 
agency policy through non-precedent decisions. If you believe the AAO incorrectly applied current law ot 
palicy to your case or jf ypu ~eek to present new facts for consideration, you may file a motion to reconsider 
or a motion to reopen, respectively. Any motion must be filed on a Notice of Appeal or Motion (Form 
I-290B) within 33 day's of the qa,te of this decision. Ple~tse review t._e Form I-290B instructions at 
http://www.uscis.gov/forms for the latest information on fee, filing location, and other requirements. 
See also 8 C.P.R.§ 103.,5. Do .not tile a motioQ directly with the AAO. · 

. <,>n Rosenberg 
Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 
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DISCUSSION: The service center director denied the petition, The matter is now before the 
Administrative Appeals Office {AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The petitioner submitted a Petition for a Commonwealth of the Northern Matia.na Islands (CNM1) 
Only Noninimigrant Transitional Worlcer (form I-129CW) to the California Service Center on 
November 26, 2012.1 The petitioner is a for-profit enterprise engage,d in boat operation for tourism 
that was established in 1985. In order to employ the beneficiary in what it designates as a 
commercial cleaAer position, the petitioner seeks to classify the beneficiary as a CNMI-Only 
Nonimmigrant Transitional Worker(CW-:1) pursuant to 48 U.S.C. § 1806(d). 

The director denied the petition on May 31, 2013, finding that the petitioner failed to establish that 
th~ beneficiary was lawfully present in the CNMI at the time the petition wa,s filed. Thereafter, the ' 
petitioner Sllbmitted a Notice ()f Appeal or Motion (Fotm I-290B) and checked .Bo~C ~ in Part 2 of thf 
form to indicate that it W£!.S filing an appeal. · 

The petitioner provided the follqwing statement at Part 3 of the Form 1-29013: 

We would like to request an appeal, [ w ]e feel that your decision {or denial should be 
recopsidered. Our second petition was mailed to you within the 30 d(J.ys perioq? 
Please see a_ttacbed mailing receipts. 

When het first petition was deni~q, I met with Officer at tlSCIS and was 
advised by her to "go ahead and submit another petition" within 30 days, which we 
did. We were -never informed that the "umbrella permit" would not be valid for the 
second petition[;] otherwise we would have gotten a parole fot her to reside in the 
CNMI. 

We can also provide you with the proof that sbe was in the CNMI throughout this 
whole process. 

Your understanding is greatly appreciated and we sincerely hop~ th~t yoQ wiU 
recopsider this .denial. ~-

, .-
1 The tegul~tion at 8 C.P.R.§ 103.2(b)(7)(i) state~ that a benefit request that is not submitted With the cotrect 
fees will be rejected. A petition that is tejecteQ does not retain a filil}g date, and there is no appeal from' such 
a rejection. 8 C.P.R.§ 103.2(b)(7)(iii). 

The instant Form I-129CW petition was rejected by U.S. Citizenship and. Imllligration Services (USCIS) 
because the petitioner did not include the correct fees with the submissio_n. Subsequently, the petitioner 
resubmitted the Fotrn I-129CW petition and supporting documents, and the petiti_on was assigned a receipt 
date of November26, 2012. · ·-

2 The prior petition was denied on October 10, 2012. The instant petition was received 
by USCIS on November 26, 2012. Thus, the instant petition was received 47 days after the denial of the 
prior petition. · 
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The petitioner submitted: (1) a copy of a request for humanitarian relief patole•in .. place, dated July 3, 
20l~, (2) a copy the instant Form I-129CW and su,pporting documents, and (3) a copy of the prior 
Form 1-i29CW and supporting documents. . 

The AAO fully and in.,qetail reviewed the Form I-290B and the docurnen.ts :filed in support of the 
, appeal, and obsetves that the petitioner's statement on appeal does not identify specifically any errors 
· in the director's decision. The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(l)(v) states, in pertinent part: "AI). 
officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any appeal when the party concerned 
fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal 
(emphasis added)." In the instant case, the petitioner fails to identify · spe~ifically any erroneous 
conclusion oflaw or a. statement of fact as a basis for the appeal. Titus, the a.ppeal ~nust be summarily 
dismis~ed in accordance with 8 C.f.R. § 103.3(a)(l)(v). ·· 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


