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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the Director, California Service Center. The matter is now
before the Admrmstratlve Appeals Office (AAO) on a motion to reopen. The motron to reopen will be
dismissed.

The applicant is a citizen of El Salvador who is seeking Temporary Protected Status (TPS) under sectlon 244 of
the Imrmgratlon and Natlonahty Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1254.

The record reveals that the applicant filed an 1nitia1 TPS application on November 18, 2002, under CIS receipt
number SRC 03 057 51437. The director denied the application on February 3, 2005, due to abandonment.
The director noted: that the applicant failed to report for fingerprinting, as requested. The director, therefore,
considered that application abandoned. 8 C.F.R § 103.2(b)(13). A denial due to abandonment may not be
appealed; however, an applicant may file a motion to reopen under 8 C.F.R. § 103.5 within 30 days of the
denial decision. The record reflects that the applicant filed a motion to reopen/reconsider. The director
dismissed the motion, as untimely filed, on March 28, 2006. After a review of the record the Chlef AAQ,
concurs with the director's denial decision dated, February 3, 2005.

The applibcant filed the current Form I-821; Application for Temporary Protected Status, on March 10, 2005,
under CIS receipt number WAC 05 161 75934, 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. '

If the applicant is filing an application as a re-registration, a previous grant of TPS must have been afforded the
applicant, as only those individuals who are granted TPS must register annually. In addition, the applicant must
continue to maintain the conditions of eligibility. 8 C.F.R. § 244.17.

In this case, the applicant has not previously been granted TPS. Therefore, he is not eligible to re-register for
TPS. Consequently, the director’s decision to deny the application will be affirmed.

Moreover, on appeal, the applicant makes-a brief statement in Spanish, without an English translation. Because
the applicant failed to submit a certified translation of his statement, the AAO cannot determine the nature or
contents of the applicant's statement on appeal. See 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(3). Accordingly, the evidence is not
probative and will not be accorded any weight in this proceeding. The applicant does not submlt any addmonal
evidence with his appeal

An ofﬁcer to Whom an appeal is taken shall summanly dismiss any appeal when the party concerned fails to
identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal. 8 CF.R.

§103.3(a)(1)(v).

Inasmuch as the applicant has failed to 1dent1fy specifically an erroneous conclus1on of law or a statement of fact
in this proceeding, the appeal must be summarily dismissed.

ORDER:  The appealn is dismissed.



