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DISCUSSION: The Director, Nebraska Service Center, denied the employment-based immigrant visa petition.
The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

8 C.FR. § 103.3(a)(1)(v) states, in pertinent part, “[a]n officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily
dismiss any appeal when the party concemned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact for the appeal.”

On the Form 1-290B Notice of Appeal, the petitioner indicates that he is “not submitting a separate brief or
evidence.” Therefore, the Form I-290B itself constitutes the entirety of the appeal. (The petitioner also submits a
photocopy of the denial notice, but this is not a substantive addition to the record.)

The statement on the appeal form reads simply “U.S. CIS misinterpreted the regulations as to my petition.” This
is a general statement that makes no specific allegation of error. The bare assertion that the director somehow
erred in rendering the decision is not sufficient basis for a substantive appeal.

Inasmuch as the petitioner has failed to identify specifically an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact
as a basis for the appeal, the appeal must be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



