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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was denied by the
Director, Vermont Service Center, and is now before the Associate
Commissioner for Examinations on appeal. The appeal will be

summarily dismissed.

The petitioner is a native and citizen of the Dominican Republic
who is seeking classification as a special immigrant pursuant to
section 204 (a) (1) (A) (iii) of the Immigration and Nationality Act
(the Act), 8 U.S.C. 1154(a) (1) (A) (iii), as the battered spouse of
a United States citizen.

The director determined that the petitioner failed to establish
that he has been battered by, or has been the subject of extreme
cruelty perpetrated by, the citizen or lawful permanent resident
during the marriage; or is the parent of a child who has been
battered by, or has been the subject of extreme cruelty perpetrated
by, the citizen or lawful permanent resident during the marriage.

The director further determined that the only documentation
submitted by the petitioner in support of his etition was a letter
from # Psychotherapist. While Ms p_ stated in her
analysis that the petitioner was being treated for depression and
low energy due to problems in his marriage no further
documentation was submitted to corroborate Ms. claims, nor
did the petitioner submit a self-affidavit to explain the
circumstances surrounding his marriage.
]

On appeal, the petitioner states that the director erred in holding
that he did not establish that he was battered or the subject to
extreme cruelty perpetrated by his U.S. citizen wife. He further
states that the director did not give enough weight to the
psychotherapist’s report submitted on his behalf.

8 C.F.R. 103.3(a) (1) (v) states, in pertinent part:

Summary dismissal. 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.

On review, the record reflects that the director reviewed the
evidence of record and determined that the evidence furnished was
insufficient to establish that the petitioner qualifies for the
benefit sought.

The petitioner failed to submit additional documentation as

requested. Furthermore, the petitioner failed to identify
specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact
for the appeal. Accordingly, the appeal will be summarily
dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



