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INSTRUCTIONS: 

Enclosed please find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All of the doe'"lle"ts 

related to this matter have been returned to the office that originally decidcd your case. Please be advN'd ,hat 

any further inquiry that you might have concerning your case must be made to that office. 

If you belicve the AAO inappropriately applied the law in rcaching its decision. or you havc additional 
informatioll that ~yOll \.\·ish to have considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reope]} ill 

accordance with the instructions on Form [·290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, with a fee of S630 The 
specific requirements for filing such a motion can be found at 8 C.P.R. § 103.5. Do not file any molion 
directly wilh the AAO. Please he aware that 8 C.P.R. § 103.5(a)( I lei) requires any motion to be filed withll) 
30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or reopen. 
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DISCl:SSIO;\l: The Director, Vermont Service Center, denied the nonimmigrant visa petilion. The malll'r h 

now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismis.sed. 

The petitioner filed this nonimmigrant petition seeking to employ the beneficiary as a n()llimrni~ra!lt 

intracompany transferee with specialized knowledge pursuant to section 101 (a)( I 5 )(L) of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act (the Act), 8 USc. § I 101 (a)(lS)(L). The petitioner, a New York corporation, states that it is 

engaged in jewelry manufacturing. The petitioner claims to be an affiliate 

located in Istanbul, Turkey. The petitioner seeks to employ the beneficiary as a Jewelry mockl 

maker for a period of three years. 

On February 10, 20 II, the director denied the petition concluding that the petitioner failed to establish that the 

bendiclary will be cmployed in a specialized knowledge capacity. In denying the petition, the director found that 

the duties provided by the petitioner do not appear to be significantly different from those of other jewclrv 

modelers working at an advanced level for other jewelers and therefore do not serve to establish that they warrant 

the expertise of somcone possessing truly specialized knowledge. 

On March 9, 2011, counsel for thc petitioner submitted the Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal or Moti"l!. In 

appeal the denial of the underlying petition. The director declined to treat the appeal as a motion and 

forwarded the appcalto the AAO for review. The petitioner marked the box at part two of the Form l-c9llH 

to indicaLe that a brief and/or additional evidence would be submitted to the AAO Within 30 days. The rl'ulrd 

indicate, that the petitioner did not file a brief or supplemental evidence within the allowed timeframe. The 

AAO wi II consider the record complete as presently constituted. 

To establish eligibility for the L-I nonimmigrant visa classification, the petitioner must mect Ihe crircrra 

outlined in section 101(a)( IS)(L) of the Act. Specifically, a qualifying organization must have employed Lhe 

beneficiary in a qualifying managerial or executive capacity, or in a specialized knowledge capacity, for one 

continuous year within the three years preceding the beneficiary's application for admission into the Unlll'd 

States. In addition, the beneficiary must seek to enter the United States temporarily to contlllue rendering hh 

or her services to the same employer or a subsidiary or affiliate thereof in a managerial. executive. or 

specialized knowledge capacity. 

Regulations at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1 lev) state, in pertinent part: 

An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any appeal whcli the part) 

concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statemenL of fact 

for the appeal. 

Upon reView, the AAO agrees with the director's decision and will affirm the denial of the petition. On thl' 

Form 1-290B, counsel simply states that the director's decision is in error and that the beneficiary Will he 

employed in a specialized knowledge capacity. Neither counsel nor the petitioner have specifically identilled 

an erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact on the part of the director as a basis for the appeal, hut 

simply indicaLe that the decision was issued in error. 
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Ina~much a~ the petitioner has not identified specifically an erroneous conclusion of 1a\)'/ or statement of tact 

as a basis for the appeal, the appeal must be summarily dismissed. 8 C.F.R. ~ 103.3(a)( I )(v). 

In visa petition proceedings, the burden of proving eligibility for the benefit sought remains entirely with the 

petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.s.c. ~ 1361. Here, the petitioner has not met that bllrdell. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


