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ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

This is the decision of tlie Administratibe Appeals Office in >our case. All document\ have been returned 
to the office that originally decided your case. Any fi~rtlic'r inquiry must be made to that offlce. 

If  you believe the law was inappropriatel) applied or you h a ~ c  acld~t~on;ll infbrmation that qou wish to 
have considered. ) ~ L I  may t'ile a motion to rt:cons~dcr ctr a  noti inn lo rcnl)ell. Please refer to 8 C.F.R. 
tj 103.5 for the specific requirer~lerlts. All i l 1 0 t i ( ~ 1 1 ~  1ii~1\1 t)e i ~ ~ h ~ ~ l ~ t t c ' c t  io the office that orisinally decided 
your case by f'iling a f:orm 1-29013. Notice of Appcal 01- hloi~oli. \\it11 :I Ice ot'X585. Any ~liotion must be 
filed within 30 dajs of the decision that tlic motion ict.l\s to rcco~i\~der 01 reopcn. as recl~~ired by 8 C.F.R. 
$ 103.5(a)(I)(i). 
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DISCUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition mas denied by the Director, 
California Service Center, and is nou befi~rc the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. 
The appeal will be sunimaril y dismissed. 

The petitioner seeks to classify the beneficiary as a special ilnniigrant religious worker pursuant 
to section 203(b)(4) of the Immigration and Nationalit) Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. $ 1 153(b)(4), to 
perform services as its muezzin and assistant imam. Ihc director deterlilined that the petitioner 
had not established that the benefjciarj Isas qualified for the pi-ol'fkred position. 

Counsel for the petitioner timel) liled a I~os~ii  1-20013. Notice of' Appeal 01. Motion. in which he 
asserted that the petitioner had met its bu~den of' prool' in establishing that the beneiiciary was 
qualified for the position and that the discctor's "intel-prclatioti of' what constitutes the required 
religious training and requirements . . . is an impermissible intrusion into the religious practices of 
[the] petitioner's religious community." Co~rnsel indicated on the Fomi I-290R that he would 
submit a brief uithin 30 days. As of the date of this decision. however. more than seven months 
after the appeal uas  filed, no further documentation has been recci~ esJ b j  the AAO. lherefore, the 
record will be considered coniplete as prescntlj conrtiturcd. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.K. 5 103.3(a)( 1 )(v) states. in pertinent past. 

An officer to whom an appeal is iaken shall sunimarilj dismiss any appeal uhcn 
the party concerned f'ails to identilj specilically ,in) erroneous conclusion of 
law or statement of fact for the appeal. 

The petitioner has failed to identifjr specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of 
fact in this proceeding; thel-efore. the appeal must be summsrilj dismisscd. 

ORDER: The appeal is summaril)' dismissed. 


