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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the District Director, Harlingen, Texas and is now before the 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The applicant filed the Application for a Certificate of Citizenship (Form N-600) on March 27, 2003. The 
director denied the Form N-600 because the record did not establish that the applicant's U.S. citizen father 
had been physically present in the United States for periods totaling ten years, at least five of which occurred 
after he reached 14 years of age. Section 301(a)(7) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 
8 U.S.C. 1401(a)(7), as amended. 

Counsel for the applicant submitted a timely-filed Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal, on February 28, 2006 and 
indicated that a brief and/or additional evidence would be submitted to the AAO within 45 days. A review of 
the record reveals no subsequent submission of a brief or evidence; all of the petitioner's documentation in the 
record predates the issuance of the notice of decision. On October 17, 2006 the AAO sent counsel a facsimile 
requesting a copy of the brief. Counsel responded that no brief had been filed. Accordingly, the record is 
considered complete. 

The statement on the Form I-290B reads: 

It is our position that the aplicant [sic] properly filed his N-600. (Certificate [of] Citizenship). 

A subsequent brief will follow, which will state the bases of our position. 

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. 
3 103.3(a)(l)(v). 

The statement on the Form I-290B is insufficient as a basis for the appeal. Counsel fails to specify how the 
director's decision included an erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact when denying the petition. 
Counsel does not address any of the director's findings or determinations regarding the evidence submitted. As 
counsel does not present additional evidence or argument on appeal sufficient to overcome the decision of the 
director, the appeal will be summarily dismissed in accordance with 8 C.F.R. 103.3(a)(l)(v). 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 3 34 1.2(c) states that the burden of proof shall be on the applicant to establish the 
claimed citizenship by a preponderance of the evidence. The applicant has failed to meet his burden in this 
proceeding. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


