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DISCUSSION: The cmploymenl-based immigrant visa petition was denied by the Director. 
Nebraska Service Center. and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) Oil appeal. 
The appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The petitioner seeks to classify the beneficiary pursuant to Section 203(b)(2) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act. K USc. § IIS3(b)(2), as a member of the professions holding an advanced 
degree or an alien of exceptional ability. The director determined that the petitioner failed to 
demonstrate that the beneficiary had the necessary job experience and that the petitioner 
committed material misrepresentation in the labor certification application. The director 
invalidated the labor certification based upon a finding of fraud and misrepresentation of facts. 

On appeal, the petitioner merel, stated that a brief and evidence would be submitted within .i() clavs 
of the Notice of AppeaL which was received by United States Citizenship and Immigratioll Services 
on March 22. 2() 12. 

The petitioner dated the appeal _, 2012. A~ of today, over five months later, the AAO ha, 
received nothing further, and the regulation requires that any brief shall be submitted directly ttl the 
AAO. il C.F.R. ~~ 103.3(a)(2)(vii) and (viii). 

As statcd in H C.F.R. ~ 103.3(a)(l)(v), an appeal shall be summarily dismissed if the pany 
concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact ji)r tl1<" 
appeal. 

A review of the director's decision reveals that the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis 
for the denial of the petition. The petitioner failed to make any argument or submit any new 
evidence on appeal. Accordingly, the appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The AAO aliirrns the direct(lr's finding that the petitioner misrepresented material facts in the 
lahor certification application. and affirms the director's invalidation of the labor certilication. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


