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

The petitioner seeks classification of the beneficiaries as employment-based nonimmigrants pursuant to section
101@)(15)(P)(i) of the Immlgratlon and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 US.C. § 1101(@)(15)P)(i), as

internationally recognized der to employ the beneficiaries in the United States for a period of
one year. The beneficiary| is a 45-year old native and citizen of Argentina. The beneficiary
is a /3-year old native and citizen of Argentina.

The director denied the petition, in part, finding that the petitioner failed to establish that the beneficiaries were
internationally recognized entertainers.

On appeal, the petitioner submitted additional evidence and failed to state a reason for the appeal. All but one
item of the evidence submitted on appeal was not translated. Because the petitioner failed to submit certified
translations of the documents, the AAO cannot determine whether the evidence supports the petitioner's
claims. The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(3) states: “Translations: Any document containing a foreign
language submitted to the Service shall be accompanied by a full English language translation which the
translator has certified is complete and accurate, and by the translator’s certification that he or she is
competent to translate from the foreign language into English.” Accordingly, the evidence is not probative and
will not be accorded any weight in this proceeding.

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)(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 an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact
in this proceeding, the appeal must be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



