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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 Acting Director, Vermont Service Center, and is now
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The applicant is a native of the former Yugoslavia and citizen of Macedonia who entered the United States
without a lawful admission or parole on November 30, 1998. On the same date the Immigration and
Naturalization Service (now Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS)) apprehended the applicant. He was
served with a Notice to Appear (NTA) for a removal hearing before an immigration judge and released on his
own recognizance. The applicant filed an Application for Asylum and for Withholding of Removal (Form
1-589) with the immigration court. On March 22, 2000, an immigration judge denied his request for asylum,
withholding of removal, and protection under the Convention Against Torture. In addition, the immigration
judge denied the applicant’s request for voluntary departure and the applicant was ordered removed pursuant
to section 212(a)(6)(A)(1) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1182 (a)(6)(A)(i), for
having been present in the United States without being admitted or paroled. The applicant filed a timely
appeal with the Board of Immigration Appeals (BIA). On November 21, 2002, the BIA affirmed, without
opinion, the immigration judge’s decision. The applicant is inadmissible pursuant to 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(a)(9)(A)(ii1), in order to remain in the United
States and reside with his U.S. citizen child.

The Acting Director determined that the unfavorable factors in the applicant’s case outweighed the favorable
factors, and denied the Form I-212 accordingly. See Acting Director’s Decision dated January 3, 2006.

On appeal, the applicant requests 60 days in order to submit additional documents and a brief and/or evidence
to the AAO. The appeal was filed on February 8, 2006, and to date, approximately one year later, no additional
documentation has been provided to the AAO.
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.



