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1J.S. Departlilellt of Homeland Se.curicy 
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) 
20 Massachusetts Ave. , N.W., MS 2090 
Washington, DC 20529-2090 

U.S~ Citizenship 
and Immigration 
Services 

DATE: 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 to 48 U.s:c. § 1806(d) 

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

I 
INSTRUCTIONS: 

Enclosed please find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All of the documents 
related to this matter have been returned to the office that originally decided your case. Please be advised 
that any fl,!rther inquiry that you might have concerning your case must be made to that office. 

If you believe the AAO inappropriately applied the la\V in reaching its decision, or you have additional 
information that you wish t9 have considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen in 
accordance with the instructions on Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, with a fee of $630. The 
specific requirements for filing such a motion can be found at 8 C.F.R. § 103.5. Do not file any motion 
dir~Ctly with the AAO. Please be aware that8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(l)(i) requires any motion to be filed within 
30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or reopen. 

Thank you, 

~~ 
Ron Rosenberg 
Acting Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 
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' DISCUSSION: The service center director denied the petition on September 13, 2012. Thereafter, 
the director granted a motion to reopen, but affirmed the earlier decision to deny the petition on behalf 
of the beneficiary. The matter is now on appeal before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). 
The appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The petitioner submitted a Petition for a Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI) 
Only Nonimmigrant Transitional Worker (Form I-129CW) to the California Service Center on 
November 29, 2011. On the Form I-129CW petition, the petitioner describes itself as a business 
establish~d in 1997 that is engaged in restaurant operations, the retail of general merchandise, and 
wholesale and import/export activities. In order to employ the beneficiary in what it designates as a 
stock clerk position, the petitioner seeks to classify her as a CNMI-Only Nonimmigrant Transitional 
Worker (CW-1) pursuant to 48 U.S.C. § 1806(d). 

On September 13, 2012, the director denied the petition due to abandonment under 8 C.P.R. 
§ 103 .2(b )(13 )(i). The petitioner submitted a joint motion to reopen and reconsider the denial of the 
petition. Upon review of the submission, the director granted the motion to reopen. The director 
approved the petition on behalf of three employees, and denied the petitioner's request on behalf of 
the beneficiary. More specifically, the director determined that the petitioner failed to establish that 
the beneficiary was lawfully present in the CNMI when the petition was filed. Consequently, the 
director found that the beneficiary was ineligible for classifiCation as a CW-1 nonimmigrant under 

· 8 C.P.R. § 214.2(w)(2)(iv). 

Counsel for the petitioner submitted an appeal of the denial of the petition on behalf of the 
beneficiary. In the instant case, box Bat section 2 of the Form I-290B was checked, indicating that 
the petitioner and counsel would send a brief and/or evidence within 30 days. However, the AAO 
did not receive a brief and/or additional evidence within the allotted timeframe (or thereafter). 
Accordingly, the record of proceeding is deemed complete as currently constituted. 

The only COiplilent submitted about the appeal is the following statement at Part 3 of the Form 
I-290B: 

As will be discussed more fully in a brief to be submitted in this case, the USCIS 
committed errors in its fmdings of facts · based on the evidence submitted and the 
supplemental evidence to be submitted in this appeal. ·Accordingly, all conclusions 
of Htw based on those findings are erroneous as a matter of law. Attached as exhibit 
"A" is a copy of the decision of the USCIS dated November 29, 2012. 

The AAO observes that counsel's statement on appeal contains no specific assignment of error. 
Furthermore, an offer to provide further information in the future is an insufficient basis for an 
appeal.1 The regulation at 8 C.P.R. § 103.3(a)(l)(v) states, in pertinent part: "An officer to whom 
an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any appeal when the party concerned fails to identify 

1 T}le AAO notes that the petitioner must establish eligibility at the time of filing the nonimmigrant visa 
petition. 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(l). 
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specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal (emphasis added) ." 
In the instant case, counsel makes a general claim that the director "committed errors" but fails to 
identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact as a basis for the appeal. 
Thus, the appeal must be summarily dismissed in accordance with 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(l)(v). 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


