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DISCUSSION: The Form I-212, Application for Permission to Reapply for Admission into the United States
after Deportation or Removal, was denied by the Director, California Service Center, and is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The applicant is a native and citizen of Ecuador who on November 16, 1976, was deported from the United
States pursuant to section 241(a) of -the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act). The applicant is
inadmissible pursuant section 212(a)(9)(A)(ii) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(9)(A)(ii). He seeks permission
to reapply for admission into the United States under section 212(a)(9)(A)(iii)) of the Act, 8 U.S.C.
1182(2)(9)(A)(iii) in order to remain in the United States and reside with his children.

The Director determined that the applicant was convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude and that
unfavorable factors in the applicant’s case outweighed the favorable factors. The Director denied the
applicant’s Application for Permission to Reapply for Admission Afier Removal (Form I-212) accordingly.
See Director’s decision dated April 13, 2004.

On appeal the applicant states: “I,_in taking steps of the decision of the USCIS simply because
I have faithfully resided and owned a home in the U.S. for several years. I love this country and all the
benefits I have obtained in my stay and still possess a responsibility to my family.” '

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

In the instant case the applicant has failed to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for
the appeal and therefore it will be summarily dismissed. '

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



