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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the Acting Director, Vermont Service Center,
and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The petitioner filed a Form 1-129 (Petition for a Nonimmigrant Worker) seeking classification of the beneficiary

under section 101(a) 15)(P)X(iii) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), as an entertainer in a culturally
unique program.

In a decision dated November 12, 2004, the director denied the petition, finding that the petitioner had failed
to establish that the beneficiary would be performing in the United States in a culturally unique capacity. The
director denied the petition, in part, because the petitioner failed to submit the required consultation. The
director further denied the petition, finding that the petitioner had failed to establish that all of the
performances would be culturally unique.

On appeal, the petitioner states:

Enclosed please find a classified ad which we put in the paper for 3 days Fri/Sat/Sun 11/19, 11/20
11/21/04 after receiving your decision of 11/12/04. We have not received any phone calls or
resumes. |JIIEBB does express a “culturally unique’ talent which is not able to be found in the
USA. We are willing to listen to other ways/suggestions from U.S. Citizenship and Immigration

Services as to how we can prove to you that [JJJj represents culturally unique experience that is
needed by [l Seafood Restaurant.

The petitioner failed to address specifically the grounds for denial set forth in the decision of the director.
The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1XV) states, in pertinent part:
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.

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

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



