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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the Director, California Service Center, and is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The applicant is a citizen of Honduras who is seeking Temporary Protected Status (TPS) under section 244 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1254.

The record reveals that the applicant filed his initial TPS application on July 13, 2001 under CIS receipt number
LIN 01 223 52247. The director denied that application on January 15, 2002, because the applicant failed to
establish his eligibility to file for late initial registration. There is nothing in the record to indicate that the
applicant appealed the director’s decision.

The applicant filed the current Form [-821, Application for Temporary Protected Status, on November 17, 2004,
and indicated that he was re-registering for TPS.

The director denied the re-registration application because the applicant’s initial TPS application had been denied
and the applicant was not eligible to apply for re-registration for TPS.

On appeal, the applicant states that he is applying for his permit to work in the United States to support his family.

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. 8 C.F.R.

§ 103.3@)(1)(v).

Inasmuch as the applicant has failed to identify specifically an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of
fact in this proceeding, the appeal must be summarily dismissed.

Beyond the director’s decision, the record of proceeding reflects that on January 24, 1996, an immigration judge
ordered the applicant removed from the United States to Honduras. A Warrant of Removal/Deportation, Form I-
205, was issued on January 24, 1995. The applicant failed to appear at the Port Isabel Processing Center on
February 26, 1996, for his enforced departure.

It is also noted that a federal Bureau of Investigation Fingerprint Report indicates that the applicant was arrested
under the name of _ on December 23, 1998 by the North Chicago, Illinois, Police Department for
Domestic Battery. The file does not contain the final disposition of this charge.

As always in these proceedings, the burden of proof rests solely with the applicant. Section 291 of the Act, 8
U.S.C. § 1361.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



