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DISCUSSION: The Director, Texas Service Center, denied the nonimmigrant visa petition. The matter is
now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The AAO will summarily dismiss the
appeal.

The petitioner, Bish Lamination Services, Inc., states that it is the affiliate of a New Zealand-based business,
Bish Marine, Ltd. The petitioner states that it constructs racing yachts. The U.S. entity was incorporated on
April 15, 1999 in the State of Florida. In July 2002, the U.S. entity petitioned CIS to classify the beneficiary
as a nonimmigrant intracompany transferee (L-1). CIS approved the petition as valid from August 31, 2002
until August 30, 2003. The petitioner now endeavors to extend the petition’s validity and the beneficiary’s
stay for two years from August 2003 to August 2004. The petitioner seeks to employ the beneficiary’s
services as a specialist laminator and quality assurance manager at a weekly salary of $1,250. '

On September 29, 2003, the director determined, however, that the beneficiary did not qualify as a specialized
knowledge worker. Consequently, the director denied the petition.

On October 31, 2003, the petitioner’s counsel submitted a Form I-290B indicating that counsel would be
submitting a separate brief or evidence. CIS received the Form I-290B on November 4, 2003. On Form
I-290B, counsel stated no reasons for the appeal. On January 7, 2004, counsel notified the AAO that the
petitioner would not be filing a brief in this matter.

In pertinent part, the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v) states:
An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any appeal when the party
concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact

for the appeal.

The Form 1-290B fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion or statement of fact. Therefore,
under the regulations, the petitioner’s lack of specificity mandates summary dismissal of the appeal.

In visa petition proceedings, the burden of proving eligibility for the benefit sought remains entirely with the
petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361. The petitioner has not sustained that burden.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



