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DISCUSSION: The director, Texas Service Center, denied the employment-based immigrant visa petition 
on August 30, 2011. The petitioner, who is also the beneficiary, appealed the director's decision with the 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on September 30,2011. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The petitioner seeks classification as an "alien of extraordinary ability," as a musician, pursuant to section 
203(b)(I)(A) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U,S.c. § 1153(b)(I)(A). The director 
determined that the petitioner had not met the initial requirement of submitting three types of qualifying 
evidence and that she had established the sustained national or international acclaim necessary to qualify for 
classification as an alien of extraordinary ability. Specifically, while the director found that the petitioner 
had submitted qualifying published material, the director further concluded that she had not submitted any 
additional qualifying evidence because the events at which she perfonned were not showcases of her work 
and because her roles for various organizations or establishments were not leading or critical. 

On appeal, the petitioner states, in a conclusory manner, that the director erred in denying the petition. 
noting that she submitted newspaper articles from major media, which the director did not contest, evidence 
of performing at an award ceremony that is considered the "most important Latin music industry event in 
the world," and evidence of her perfonnance at the 7th Annual Florida Music Festival and Conference. The 
petitioner did not explain how the events where she perfonned were showcases of her work or how her 
roles were leading or critical and has not challenged any other aspect of the director's decision. including 
the final merits determination. 

The petitioner indicates on the Form 1-2908, Notice of Appeal or Motion, that in support of the appeal. she 
would submit a brief and/or additional evidence to the AAO within 30 days. Specifically. on the Form 1-
2908. the petitioner states "Other facts and evidence will be presented with my brid'." The Form 1-29013 is 
dated September 28, 2011. As of this date, nearly a year later, the AAO has received nothing further from 
the petitioner. 

As provided in the regulation at 8 c.F.R. § 103.3(a)(I)(v), an appeal shall be summarily dismissed if ··the 
party concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the 
appeal." 

In this case, other than providing a paragraph in which the petitioner asserts that she submitted a numhcr of 
supporting documents and that the director erroneously denied the petition, the petitioner has not 
specifically identified an erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact in the director's denial. 
See Desravincs v. United States Att 'y Gen., 343 F. App'x 433, 435 (lith Cir. 2(09) (a passing reference 
in the arguments section of a brief without substantive arguments is insufficient to raise that ground on 
appeal). In addition, the petitioner has not provided a brief and/or any additional evidence, referenced as 
forthcoming on the Form 1-2908, dated September 28, 2011. The appeal must therefore be summarily 
dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


