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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was denied by the Acting 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 Denmark 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. 3 
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 married her spouse 
in good faith, that she had been battered by or subjected to extreme cruelty perpetrated by her United States 
citizen spouse, or that she is a person of good moral character for immigration purposes. On appeal, the 
petitioner indicated that she would submit additional information previously requested within thirty days of 
filing the appeal. The petitioner submitted additional evidence on appeal. 

The record of proceedings indicate entered the United States with a visa waiver on 
July 17, 2000. The petitioner we U.S. citizen, on July 21, 2000 in Fayetteville, 
North Carolina. The petitioner's tition on the petitioner's behalf on October 16, 
2000. Action on the Form 1-130 was terminated on February 27, 2002 due to abandonment. On August 30, 
2002, the petitioner filed a Form 1-360 petition claiming eligibility as the battered spouse of a U.S. citizen. 
The director issued a request for additional evidence to,the petitioner and a subsequent notice of intent to deny 
the petition. The petitioner was put on notice of required evidence and given a reasonable opportunity to 
provide it for the record before the visa petition was adjudicated. The petitioner failed to submit the requested 
evidence and now submits it on appeal. However, the AAO will not consider this evidence for any purpose. 
See Matter of Soriano, 19 I&N Dec. 764 (BL4 1988); Matter of Obaigbena, 1 9 I&N Dec. 533 (BIA 1988). 

On appeal, the petitioner failed to state any reason for the appeal. She merely indicated that she would submit 
previously requested evidence on appeal. The petitioner failed to address specifically the grounds for denial set 
forth in the decision of the director. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 9 103.3(a)(l)(v) states, in pertinent part: 

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. 

Inasmuch as the petitioner has failed to identifl specifically an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact 
in this proceeding, the appeal must be summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


