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

The petitioner seeks nonimmigrant classification under section 101(a)(15)(U) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (“the Act™), 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)}(15)(U), as an alien victim of certain qualifying
criminal activity.

On March 15, 2010, the director denied the Form 1-918, Petition for U Nonimmigrant Status, because
the petitioner did not establish that: (1) the offense of which the petitioner was a victim was a
qualifying crime or criminal activity; (2) she suffered substantial physical or mental abuse as the result
of having been a victim of a qualifying crime or criminal activity; (3) she possesses credible and
reliable information establishing that she has knowledge of the details concerning the qualifying crime
or criminal activity upon which her petition is based; (4) she has been helpful, is being helpful, or is
likely to be helpful to the certifying agency in the investigation or prosecution of the qualifying criminal
activity upon which her petition is based; and (5) the qualifying criminal activity occurred in the United
States (including Indian country and U.S. military installations) or violated U.S. federal law that
provides for extraterritorial jurisdiction to prosecute the offense in a U.S. federal court.

The petitioner timely submits a Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal and checks the box on the Form I-
290B indicating that her brief and/or additional evidence is attached. The record on appeal includes
no further evidence or brief. The petitioner states on the Form [-290B:

The crime happened as evidenced by the supporting affidavits on file. The crime was
not reported.

The record is considered complete.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. §103.3(a)(1)(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.”

In this matter, neither counsel nor the petitioner submits any further evidence or argument establishing
that the beneficiary in this matter is eligible for a U nonimmigrant visa. As the petitioner in this matter
has not provided further evidence or argument sufficient to overcome the director’s determination in
this matter, the appeal must be summarily dismissed.

The petition will be denied for the stated reasons set out in the director’s decision. In visa petition
proceedings, the burden of proving eligibility for the benefit sought remains entirely with the
petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361. Here, that burden has not been met.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.




