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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the District Director, San F rancisco, California. The matter is
now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The record reflects that the applicant was born on April 3, 1969, in Japan. The applicant claims that his
father.} ‘ | was born in Texas on May 18, 1945, and that he is a U.S. citizen. The
applicant’s mother, was born in Japan on December 12, 1942, and she is not a U.S. citizen.
The applicant’s parents did not marry. The applicant was admitted into the United States as a lawful
permanent resident on December 20, 1971, pursuant to an immigrant visa petition filed by his stepfather. He
presently seeks a certificate of citizenship pursuant to section 309 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the
Act); 8 U.S.C. § 1409, based on the claim that he acquired U.S. citizenship at birth through his father.

The district director concluded the applicant had failed to establish _péternity

over the applicant. The district director additionally found the applicant failed to establish that » -
Weaver had agreed in writing to provide financial support to the applicant until he reached the age of
eighteen, as required by section 309(a) of the Act. The application was denied accordingly.

On appeal, the applicant requests an additional thirty days to submit a brief and/or DNA evidence to the
AAO. The applicant makes no other assertions on appeal, and he provides no information or evidence
regarding his claim to citizenship. No brief or evidence was received by the AAO

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 failed to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact in his
appeal. The appeal will therefore be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



