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DISCUSSION: The Application for Permission to Reapply for Admission into the United States after
Deportation or Removal (Form 1-212) was denied by the Interim District Director, San Antonio, Texas, 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 Mexico who has been deported from the United States on three different
occasions because he represented himself to be a citizen of the United States. The last time the applicant was
deported was on February 12, 1986, pursuant to section 212(a)(6)(C)(i) of the Immigration and Nationality Act
(the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1182 (a)}(6)(C)(i) for having attempted to procure admission into the United States by
fraud and willful misrepresentation of a material fact. The applicant is inadmissible under section
212(a)(9)(AXii) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(9)(A)(ii)). He now 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(a)(9)(A)(iii) in order to
travel to the United States as a nonimmigrant visitor.

The Interim District Director determined that the unfavorable factors in the applicant’s case outweighed the
favorable factors, and denied the Form 1-212 accordingly. See Interim District Director’s Decision dated June
19, 2003.
On appeal, the applicant states: “I want to be considered. Given a chance to explain to the appeals unit.”
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.



