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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, Texas Service Center. An appeal
was timely filed. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). The appeal will be
summarily dismissed.

The petitioner filed a Form 1-129, Petition for a Nonimmigrant Worker, seeking P-3 classification of the
beneficiary, under section 101(a)(15)(P)(iii) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 US.C. §
1101(a)(15)(P)(iii), as a singer and manager. The petitioner seeks to employ the beneficiary for a period of sxx
months to perform in concerts on tour.

The director denied the petition because the petitioner failed to establish that the beneficiary’s performances
would be culturally unique as defined in the statute and regulations.

On appeal, the petitioner submits a Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal, and states:

I’m appealing this case because I was sure that I’ve submitted all necessary information and
evidence. The reason why I did not provide evidence such as reviews in newspapers,
journals, or other published materials showing the cultural uniqueness of the alien’s
performance [is] because I thought that the DVD albums were enough evidence in support.
Also, I'm providing the itinerary of the beneficiary’s performance and a newspaper article.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v) 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 any erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of
fact in this proceeding, the appeal must be summarily dismissed.

The petitioner was put on notice of required evidence and given a reasonable opportunity to provide it for the
record before the visa petition was adjudicated. The petitioner failed to submit the requested evidence and
now submits it on appeal. However, the AAO will not consider this evidence for any purpose. See Matter of
Soriano, 19 1&N Dec. 764 (BIA 1988); Matter of Obaigbena, 19 1&N Dec. 533 (BIA 1988).

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



