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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was denied by the Director, Vermont Service Center, and is now 
before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The petitioner is a native and citizen of Mexico who is seeking classification as a special immigrant pursuant 
to section 204(a)(l)(A)(iii) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1154(a)(l)(A)(iii), as 
the battered spouse of a United States citizen. 

The director denied the petition, finding that the petitioner had failed to establish that she entered into the 
qualifying marriage in good faith. 

The petitioner submits a timely appeal and provides the following reason as her reason for the appeal: 

I disagree with your decision to deny me the right to immigrate under VAWA. I find your 
conclusion that I did not establish that I have entered into my marriage with - 
in good faith [sic]. I truly and firmly believe that your conclusion is not only erroneous 
but highly unfair as well. It appears that in the declarations and documentation that I have 
submitted to you, I have not been able to provide a good picture of who I am and where I 
came from. It is obvious that I have not established that I am a good, honest and highly 
[principled] woman. I never sought a marriage relationship as a matter of convenience or 
to gain an immigration benefit. That is why I have decided to submit to you the following 
statement accompanied by documentary evidence and seek the reversal of your decision. 

The petitioner does not point to specific evidence to support her assertion that the director's decision is 
"erroneous and highly unfair." Further, the petitioner fails to specifically identify how the director's fi:ndings are 
incorrect or based upon an erroneous conclusion of law. 

In addition to her statement on the Form I-290B, the petitioner submits a new personal statement, an 
untranslated document, copies of her Mexican cedula, her visa, pages from her passport, and two letters from 
her previous employer in Mexico. None of these documents are germane to the issue of whether the 
petitioner entered into her marriage in good faith. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(l)(v) states, in pertinent part: 

An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any appeal when the pm:y 
concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for 
the appeal. 

The petitioner's general assertion regarding the director's error and the fact that she does not agree: with the 
director's decision does not satisfy the requirements of the regulation. Inasmuch as the petitioner has failed to 
specifically identify an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact in this proceeding, the appeal must be 
summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


