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DATE: MAR 2 9 2013 Office: VERMONT SERVICE CENTER . FILE 

lN RE: Petitioner:· 

. Beneficiary: 

PETITION: . Petition for a_ Nonimmigrant Worker Pursuantto Section lOl(a)(lS)(L) of the Immigration 

and Nationality Act, 8 U $.C. § 11 Or(a)( JS)(L) 

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

SELF-REPRESENTED 

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

If you believe th~· AAO Inappropriately applied the law in reaching its decision, or you have additional 

.. information that you wish to 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 

directly with the AAO • . Please be aware that 8 C.F.R. § l03.5(a)(l)(i) requires any motion to be filed 

within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or reopen. 

Vhankyou, .. '· ~-;~t. . __ ...... -:, ·:~ ,;_ /' 
_,,.,.··-~ ·. _,. 

· .. :. ,·_ .) 
.Ron Rosenberg . 

. · Acting Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 
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DISCUSSION: The director of the Vennont Service Center denied the instant petition for a nonimmigrant 

visa. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The AAO will 

summarily dismiss the appeal. 

The pe~itioner filed . a nonimmigrant visa petition seeking to employ the beneficiary in the position of 

manager as an L-lA nonimmigrant intracompany transferee pursuant to section 101(a)(15)(L) of the 

Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8·U.S.C.·§·IIOI(a)(15)(L). The petitioner seeks to open a new 

office in the United States and requests to hire the beneficiary for an initial period of two years. 

To establish L-1 eligibility under section 10 I (a)( 15)(L} of the Act, the petitioner must demonstrate that the 

beneficiary, within three: years preceding the beneficiary's application for admission into the United States, 

· has been employed abroad in a qualifying managerial or executive capacity, or in a capacity involving 

specialized knowledge, for one continuous year by a qualifying organization. The petitioner must further 

establish that the beneficiary seeks to enter the United States temporarily in order to continue to render his 

or her services to the same employer or a subsidiary or affiliate thereof in a capacity that is managerial, 

. executi~e •. or involves specialized knowledge. 

The director denied the petition based on the finding that the petitioner failed to establish the petitioner will 

be able to support a managerial or executive. position, or that the beneficiary will be hired in a managerial or 

executive position within one year. 

According to the regulations at 8 C.F.R. § 103J(a)(l)(v): "An 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." 

On appeal, the petitioner fails to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or fact in the service center's 

denial. On its Fonn. I-290B, .Notice of Appeal or Motion, the petitioner states: "We believe that our 

petition is in conformity with the requirements of.the LlA classification and would greatly 'appreciate it if 
you ~ould grant us the chance to address it fully. I will · submit all the evidence and supporting 

documentation shortly." The petitioner submitted no further evidence. 
. . I .. 

As the petitioner has not identified an erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact on the part of the 
director, it has failed to state a basis. for the appeal. Therefore; the appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

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. The·petitioner has not sustained that burden. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


