
.-.. 

idell.llymg data deleted to 
prevent clearly unwarr::nted 
invasion of personal pnvacy 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 

U.S. Citizenship and immigration SerYiCl~~ 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) 
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W" MS 2090 
Washington, lJC 20529-2090 

PUBLIC COpy 

DATE: JUL 0 6 2012 

IN RE: Petitioner: 

OFFICE: VERMONT SERVICE CENTER 

u.s. Citizenship 
and Immigration 
Services 

FILE: 

PETITION: Petition for Immigrant Abused Spouse Pursuant to Section 204(a)(I)(A)(iii) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.s.c. § 1154(a)(1)(A)(iii) 

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
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DISCUSSION: The service center director (the director) 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 immigrant classification under section 204(a)(1)(A)(iii) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (the Act), 8 USc. ~ 1 154(a)(1 )(A)(iii), as an alien battered or subjected to extreme 
cruelty by a United States citizen. 

The director denied the petition on February 2, 2012, and counsel filed a timely appeal. Counsel 
marked the box at section two of the Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal, to indicate that a brief and/or 
additional evidence would be sent within 30 days. However, to date, over four months later, the 
AAO has not received an additional brief or evidence and we therefore deem the record complete 
and ready for adjudication. 

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. 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(I)(v). 

Counsel's appeal consists of a one-sentence argument made on the Form 1-290B that the director did 
not consider all evidence and applied an incorrect legal standard. However, counsel did not specify 
which evidence the director failed to consider or explain how he applied an incorrect legal standard. 
As counsel does not identify any specific, erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact in the 
director's decision, the appeal must be summarily dismissed III accordance with 
8 C.F.R. § lU3.3(a)(1)(v). 

In these proceedings, the petitioner bears the burden of proof to establish its eligibility by a 
preponderance of the evidence. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.c. § 1361; Matter of Chawathe, 
25 I&N Dec. 369, 375 (AAO 20lU). It has not met that burden and the appeal will be summarily 
dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


