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FN BEiihLF OF PETITIONER: Sell-represenbed 

'I'hi~. is the decision in your case. ,411 documenrs have been returned to the ofkice hat  origirzally decided your case. Any 
further inquiry must be made to ahat oftjlfice. 

If you believe the Iaw was inappropriately agpiled or the analysrs used in reaching the decision was inconsistent wifh the 
information providcd or wifh preceden~ decisions, you may fire a motion to seconsidcr. Such 1; morion muse state she 
reasons ibr recorasrdcrarionand be supported by any perrine~xprecedenk decisions. Any motion to reconsider must be iiied 
wiihin 30 days ol the decision &at fhc motion seeks to reconsider, ax required under 8 C.E.R. 103.5(a)(l)(ij. 

If' you have new or additional Information that you wish to have cunsldered. you may fite a motion to reopen. Such a 
rnoiron must state rhe new facts to be proved at d ~ e  reopened proceeding and he: supported by afkidavits or other 
documenury evidence. Any motion to reopen must be hied within 30 days ofthe decision that  tiae motion seeks ro reopen, 
except &at faiIure to tile before this period expires may be excused in the discretion of ~e Service where it rs 
demonstrated thal t l~e  delay was reasombic and beyond the conbroj of he  applicant or petitioner. E. 

Any morion must be tiled with the off~ce that origi~raliy decided your case along with a fee of $I 10 as required under 8 
C F.R. 103.7. 

Robert P. Wiemaran, Director 
Administrative Appeals Office 
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DEBCUSSION: The zonimmigrant visa petition was dezied by the 
Director, California Service Cen~er, and is before the Associate 
Comxissioner for Examinations on appeal. The appeal will be 
su%.narily dismissed. 

The petitio2er is a native of Vietnam and naturalized citize~ of 
the United States. The beneficiary is a native and citizen or' 
Vietnam. The director denied the petitkon after determining that 
the petitioner had failed to provide evidence that his prior - 
marriage had been term~nated and he was, therefore, able to enter 
into a valid marriage in the Snited States. 

AL the tine a fiancge visa petition is filed, both the petitioner 
and the beneficiary must be unmarried ard free to validly marry. 
Matter of Souza, 14 I & X  Dec. 1 (Reg. Conrr,. 1 9 7 2 ) .  

On appeal, the petitioner states that he and his ex-wife were 
separated in Kay 1984 acd were advised that, since they did not 
have a marriage license in the United States, they could settle 
natters wlrh a non-marital settlement agreement. The petitioner 
indicates that he needs an additionzl le0 days to obtain the final 
divorce decree, 

8 C.F.R. S 103.3(v) states that an appeal shall be summarily 
dismissed when the party concerned fails to identify specifically 
any erroneo-cs conclusiora, of law or statement of fact for the 
appeal. The applicant has failed Lo identify any erroneous 
conclusion of law or statement of fact, therefore, the appeal will 
be suv.~,ariiy dismkssed. 

This decision is without pre jzdice  to the filing cf a new petition 
s7dpported by the appropriate documeztation, 

ORDER: The appeal is sunmarFly dismissed. 


