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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the Acting Director, Nebraska 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 Guatemala, who seeks to obtain a refugee travel document pursuant to
8 C.F.R. 223.1(b). The Acting Director concluded that the applicant did not hold a valid refugee status under
section 207 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act) or valid asylum status under section 208 of the
Act at the time the application was filed and denied the application accordingly. See Acting Director’s
Decision dated February 15, 2005.

On appeal the applicant states that it is necessary to visit his parents in Guatemala due to their advance age
and declining health condition. In addition the applicant states that his application for asylum has been
pending since 1991,

The regulation at 8 CF.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 erromneous

conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal.

In the present case the applicant has failed to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact for the appeal. Accordingly, the appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The AAO notes that the applicant had an applicant for asylum pending since January 2, 1991. The applicant
may be eligible for advance parole. Therefore the decision is without prejudice to the filing of a new Form

I-131 for advance parole if the applicant completes the appropriate box on the application,

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



