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people studying the Homeopathy as a textbook in Korea,” but the record does not adequately
document utilization of his publications or methodologies at medical centers, homeopathic clinics, or
educational institutions, or show how they otherwise render him well positioned to advance his
proposed endeavor.

The record demonstrates that the Petitioner has conducted, published, and presented research during
his medical career and worked on homeopathic treatment methods for various diseases. While we
recognize that research must add information to the pool of knowledge in some way in order to be
accepted for publication, presentation, funding, or academic credit, not every individual who has
performed medical studies will be found to be well positioned to advance his or her proposed
research. Rather, we examine the factors set forth in Dhanasar to determine whether, for instance,
the individual’s progress towards achieving the goals of the proposed research, record of success in
similar efforts, or generation of interest among relevant parties supports such a finding. Id. at 890.
Here, the Petitioner has not shown that his research has been frequently cited by independent
researchers or otherwise served as an impetus for progress in the field, that it has affected treatment
methods outside of the institutions where he has worked, or that it has generated substantial positive
discourse in the broader medical community. Nor does the evidence otherwise demonstrate that his
work constitutes a record of success or progress in his area of research.

The evidence offered in the present matter is insufficient to show that the Petitioner’s medical
research constitutes a record of success or progress in his field, or has garnered degree of interest in
his work from relevant parties, that would rise to the level of rendering him well positioned to
advance his proposed endeavor aimed at improving treatment options for autism and investigating that
condition’s link to other ailments. As the record is insufficient to demonstrate that the Petitioner is
well positioned to advance his proposed endeavor, he has not established that he satisfies the second
prong of the Dhanasar framework.

C. Balancing Factors to Determine Waiver’s Benefit to the United States

As explained above, the third prong requires the petitioner to demonstrate that, on balance, it would
be beneficial to the United States to waive the requirements of a job offer and thus of a labor
certification. Here, the Petitioner claims that he is eligible for a waiver due to his expertise in
homeopathy and the impracticality of labor certification, and because his work will advance the
medical field and improve Americans’ healthcare. However, as the Petitioner has not adequately
documented the national importance of his endeavor under the first prong of the Dhanasar
framework, or established that he is well positioned to advance his proposed endeavor as required by
the second prong, he is not eligible for a national interest waiver and further discussion of the
balancing factors under the third prong would serve no meaningful purpose.
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[II. CONCLUSION
As the Petitioner has not met the requisite three prongs set forth in the Dhanasar analytical framework,
we find that he has not established he is eligible for or otherwise merits a national interest waiver as

a matter of discretion.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.
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