
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
O8ce ofAdminis~rative Appeals MS 2090 
Washington, DC 20529-2090 

U. s. Citizenship 
and Immigration 

IN RE: Applicant: 

APPLICATION: Application for T Nonimmigrant Status under section lOl(a)(lS)(T)(i) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. 5 1 lOl(a)(lS)(T)(i). 

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: 

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

The applicant seeks T nonirnmigrant classification under section 1 Ol(a)(l S)(T)(i) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1 101 (a)(l S)(T)(i). The director denied the petition because 
the applicant did not establish that she met any of the statutory eligibility requirements. 

On appeal, counsel resubmits a copy of the applicant's response to the director's Request for Evidence 
(RFE) filed below. Counsel states that on appeal, the applicant relies upon unspecified reasons set forth 
in her RFE response. Counsel also asserts that "the equities strongly favor the granting of t h s  
application." Counsel makes no further claims in support of the appeal and submits no new evidence. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(l)(v) prescribes that an appeal shall be summarily dismissed if 
the party concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for 
the appeal. Counsel here has not specifically identified any enor of law or fact in the director's 
decision and has not provided any additional evidence. The appeal must therefore be summarily 
dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


