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DISCUSSION: The Vermont 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 U.S.C. § 1154(a)(1)(A)(iii), as an alien battered or subjected to extreme
cruelty by a United States citizen. On November 17, 2010, the director approved the immigrant
abused spouse self-petition (Form I-360). However, the director subsequently issued a Notice of Intent
to Revoke the approval. The petitioner, through former counsel, responded with additional evidence,
which the director found insufficient to overcome the discrepancies in the record.! Approval of the
Form 1-360 was revoked on November 15, 2012, and the petitioner filed the instant appeal.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v) states, in pertinent part:

Summary dismissal. 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. . ..

In this case, the petitioner contends that the revocation was in error because the director based his
conclusions on discrepancies in the record that are not material and ignored documents that support
the petitioner’s claim. The petitioner has not identified any specific, erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact in the director’s decision and simply repeats his previous assertions. Although the
petitioner may disagree with the director’s decision, he has not specifically identified any erroneous
conclusion of law or statement of fact in the decision. Accordingly, the appeal must be summarily
dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.

' On March 11, 2014, the petitioner’s former counsel was disbarred from practicing before the Board of Immigration
Appeals, the Immigration Courts, and the Department of Homeland Security.



