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

The district director concluded the applicant had failed to establish that her U.S. citizen mother was physically
present in the United States for ten years prior to the applicant’s birth, at least five years of which occurred
after her mother turned fourteen, as required by section 301(a)(7) of the former Immigration and Nationality
Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1401(a)(7). The application was denied accordingly.

On appeal, the applicant asserts that she submitted all of the U.S. residence documents that she has for her
mother, and she requests oral argument and an additional thirty days to provide a brief and/or additional
evidence in her case. The applicant makes no other claims on appeal, and the AAO notes that it received no
additional brief or evidence from the applicant.

The AAO notes that under 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(b), the applicant must explain in writing why oral argument is
necessary. Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) has sole authority to grant or deny a request for oral
argument and will grant such argument only in cases that involve unique factors or issues of law that cannot
be adequately addressed in writing. In the present matter, no cause for oral argument has been stated or
shown. The request for oral argument will therefore be denied.

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(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.

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

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



