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DISCUSSION: The Director, Vermont Service Center, denied the immigrant visa petition, and
the matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will
be summarily dismissed.

The petitioner seeks classification as a special immigrant pursuant to section 204(a)(1)(A)(it1) of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1154(a)(1)(A)(ii), as having been
battered or subjected to extreme cruelty by his U.S. citizen spouse. He filed the instant Form
I-360 Petition on March 24, 2006. The director denied the petition on August 10, 2007, finding
that the petitioner failed to establish that he had resided with his spouse, had been battered or
subjected to extreme cruelty by his spouse, had entered into his marriage in good faith or that he
was a person of good moral character. The petitioner filed a timely appeal on September 6, 2007.

With his Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, the petitioner submits a Letter of Appeal and
eight photographs from June or July 2003. Four of the photographs are copies of previously
submitted photographs, and all of them appear to be from the same two events and do not
comprise additional evidence. In his Letter of Appeal, the petitioner generally repeats his
previous claims, adding a few details but no additional evidence of joint residence, abuse or good
faith marriage. Regarding good moral character, the petitioner states that he is a person of good
moral character and that he mailed to U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services all the police
clearances requested. The AAO notes that to date no such documents have been received. No
additional evidence or brief was submitted.

On appeal, the petitioner did not identify specifically any error in the director’s decision and did
not provide any additional evidence for consideration by the AAO or address the director’s
reasons for denying the petition.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v) provides that an appeal shall be summarily dismissed
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 specifically identify any
erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact as a basis for the appeal, the regulations
mandate the summary dismissal of the appeal.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



