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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was denied by the Director, Nebraska Service Center,
and now the matter is before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will
be rejected pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)(v)}(A)(1).

The petitioner is an enterprise business solutions company. It seeks to employ the beneficiary
permanently in the United States as a programmer/analyst pursuant to section 203(b)(2) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1153(b)(2). As required by statute, an ETA
Form 9089, Application for Permanent Employment Certification (ETA 9089), approved by the
Department of Labor (DOL), accompanied the petition. Upon reviewing the petition, the director
determined that the submitted labor certification does not support the requested classification.
Accordingly, the director denied the petition on August 18, 2007.

The instant appeal was filed by ||| EGGcNIGNGNGGEEEEEEEE i 2 Form G-28, Notice

of Entry of Appearance as Attorney or Representative, executed by the petitioner and
The attached Form G-28 indicates that _represents the petitioner as an appointed
representative.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 292.1 provides general representation provisions in immigration matters
and lists following six categories of representatives who may represent a person entitled to
representation: (1) Attorneys in the United States, (2) Law students and law graduates not yet admitted
to the bar, (3) Reputable individuals, (4) Accredited representatives, (5) Accredited officials, and (6)
attorneys outside the United States. However, the regulation governing representation in filing
immigration petitions and/or applications with U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) is
the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(a)(3), which provides in pertinent part that:

(3) Representation. An applicant or petitioner may be represented by an attorney in the
United States, as defined in § 1.1(f) of this chapter, by an attorney outside the United
States as defined in § 292.1(a)(6) of this chapter, or by an accredited representative as
defined in § 292.1(a)(4) of this chapter.

However, a review of recognized organizations and accredited representatives reported by the
Executive  Office  for Immigration Review at  http://www.usdoj.gov/eoir/statspub/
recognitionaccreditationroster.pdf (accessed on February 23, 2010) does not mention eitherh
B o Therefore, on March 16, 2010 the AAO issued a request for
information to granting him 15 days to submit evidence to support the authorization of
his presentation in the instant appeal. The AAO has not received any correspondence from -
i as of this date, 30 days after the notice.

In the instant case, is not an attorney in or outside the United States, nor an accredited
representative as defined in § 292.1(a)(4). Therefore is not authorized by any regulations
to represent a petitioner in filing an I-140 immigrant petition and/or an appeal from the denial of an I-
140 petition.



Therefore, the instant appeal was filed improperly by an unauthorized representative. The regulation at
8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)2)(v)(A)(1) provides that: “An appeal filed by a person or entity not entitled to file

it must be rejected as improperly filed.” As the appeal was not properly filed, the appeal must be
rejected.

ORDER: The appeal is rejected as improperly filed pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)(v)(A)(1).



