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

The applicant claims to be a citizen of El Salvador who is seeking Temporary Protected Status (TPS) under 
section 244 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1254. 

The director denied the application because the applicant failed to establish he was eligible for late 
registration. 

Counsel for the applicant timely filed a Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal to the Administrative Office, on 
which he alleged that the applicant received ineffective assistance of counsel from unlicensed notaries, 
that lack of notice prevented him from applying within 60 days of the initial denial, and that he is 
otherwise eligible for TPS. However, there is no remedy available for an applicant who assumes the risk 
of authorizing an unlicensed attorney or unaccredited representative to undertake representations on its 
behalf. See 8 C.F.R. 5 292.1. The AAO only considers complaints based upon ineffective assistance 
against accredited representatives. Cf Matter of Lozada, 19 I&N Dec. 637 (BIA 1988), afd, 857 F.2d 10 
(1st Cir. 1988)(requiring an appellant to meet certain criteria when filing an appeal based on ineffective 
assistance of counsel). Counsel stated that a brief andlor additional evidence would be submitted to the 
AAO within 30 days. As of the date of this decision, however, more than a year after the appeal was filed, 
no further documentation has been received by the AAO. Therefore, the record will be considered 
complete as presently constituted. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(l)(v) states, in pertinent part: 

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. 

The applicant has failed to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the 
appeal. Nor did the applicant address or submit any evidence, on appeal, to establish eligibility for TPS and 
to overcome the director's findings. Accordingly, the appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

As always in these proceedings, the burden of proof rests solely with the applicant. Section 291 of the Act, 
8 U.S.C. 5 1361. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


