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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the District Director, San Antonio, Texas, and is now before
the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

‘The record reflects that the applicant was born on February 28, 1983, in Mexico. The applicant’s father,
as born in Mexico, and he became a naturalized U.S. citizen on April 26, 1972, prior

to the applicant’s birth. The applicant’s mothemwas born in Mexico and she is
not a U.S. citizen. The record reflects that the applicant’s father and mother were married in Mexico on
December 31, 1979. The record reflects further that the applicant’s father was married to another woman
J at the time that he married the applicant’s mother. The applicant’s father obtained a

divorce from his first wife on March 16, 1981. The record contains no evidence to indicate, however, that the
applicant’s father remarried the applicant’s mother after his divorce fro The
marriage between the applicant’s parents was therefore void, and the applicant was born out of wedlock. The

applicant seeks a certificate of citizenship pursuant to section 309 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the
Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1409.

The district director concluded that although the applicant had established a blood relationship existed
between the applicant and his father, he had failed to establish that his father met the financial support
requirements set forth in section 309 of the Act. The district director concluded further that even if the
applicant’s father had satisfied the financial support requirements set forth iri settion 309 of the Act, the
applicant had also failed to establish that his father met the U.S. physical presence requirements as set forth in
section 301 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1401 (requiring that that the applicant’s father establish that he was
physically present in the U.S. for ten years prior to the applicant’s birth, at least five of which occurred after
the applicant’s father turned fourteen years old.) The application was denied accordingly.

On appeal, the applicant, through his father, states that he wishes to appeal the district director’s decision and
that he wishes to submit DNA evidence to prove the biological relationship between the applicant and his
father. The applicant makes no other assertions on appeal and he fails to address the grounds for denial set
forth in the district director’s denial of his citizenship claim.

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(v) states in pertinent part:
(v) 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.

The AAO finds that the applicant in the present matter failed to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact on appeal. The appeal will therefore be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



