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

The petitioner filed this nonimmigrant petition seeking to classify the beneficiary as an L-1A nonimmigrant
intracompany transferee pursuant to section 101(a)(15)L) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), &
U.S.C. § 1101{a)}(15)L). The petitioner, a Nevada corporation, provides services to terminally ill patients. 1t

claims to be a subsidiary of |} |ocatcd in Manila, Phalippines. The petitioner seeks to
employ the beneficiary as its Chief Executive Officer.

The director dented the petition on July 6, 2010, concluding that the petitioner failed to establish that it has a

qualifying relationship with _The petitioner subsequently ftled an appeal. The director
declined to treat the appeal as a motion and forwarded the appeal to the AAO for review. On appeal, counsel

tor the petitioner stated the following on Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion: “Please see Brief which
will be delivered within 30 days.” No additional documents accompanied the Form [-290B.

As of this date, no brief or additional evidence has been submitted. The record will be considered complete.
Regulations at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v) state, in pertinent part:

An officer to whom an appeal 1s 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.

Upon review, the AAO concurs with the director’s decision and affirms the denial of the petition. The
petitioner has not identified an erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact on the part of the director as a
basis for the appeal. The petitioner indicated that it would provide a brief within 30 days, but to this date no
additional documentation has been submitted.

Inasmuch as the petittoner has not identified specifically an erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact
as a basis for the appeal, the appeal must be summarily dismissed. 8 C.F.R. § 103.3{a)(1)(v).

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. Here, the petitioner has not met that burden.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



