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20 Mass. Ave.,, NN'W., Rm. A3042
Washington, DC 20529

U.S. Citizenship
and Immigration
Services

Office: VERMONT SERVICE CENTER Date: TEB 02 2008
53378

PETITION:  Petition for Special Immigrant Battered Spouse Pursuant to Section 204(a)(1)(A)(iii) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1 154(a)(1)(A)(iii)

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER:

INSTRUCTIONS:

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to
the office that originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to that office.
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- DISCUSSION: The special immigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, Vermont Service Center, and
is now before the Administrative Appeals Office|(AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The petitioner seeks classification as a spedial 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 an alien subjected to battery or
extreme cruelty by her United States citizen spouse. The director denied the petition because the record failed to
establish that the petitioner entered into the marriage with her U.S. citizen spouse in good faith.

On the Form [-290B counsel simply states, “The decision did hot consider the fact that the applicant was in a
position where she had no access to the evidence as the abuser had it.” Counsel submits no affidavit from the
petitioner herself or other evidence to support his statement. Without documentary evidence to support the
claim, the assertions of counsel will not satisfy the petitioner’s burden of proof. The unsupported assertions of
counsel do not constitute evidence. Matter off Obaighena, 19 1&N Dec. 533, 534 (BIA 1988); Matter of
Laureano, 19 1&N Dec. 1 (BIA 1983); Matter of Ramirez-Sanchez, 17 I&N Dec. 503, 506 (BIA 1980).

Pursuant to the regulation at 8 CF.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(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.
Counsel here has not specifically identified any legal or factual error in the director’s decision. He has not
substantively addressed the stated reasons for denial and has not provided any additional evidence. The appeal
must therefore be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.




