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DA Tf1EC 0 9' 2013 Office: CALIFORNIA SERVICE CENTER 

INRE: Applicant: 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) 
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., MS 2090 
Washir~gton, DC 20529-2090 

U.S. Citizenship 
and Immigration 
SerVices 

FILE: 

APPLICATION: Application for Temporary Protected Status under Section 244 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1254a 

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: Self.:.represented 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Enclosed please find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. 

This is a non~precedtmt decision. The AAO does not announce new constructions of law nor establish .·· 
agency policy through non~precedentdecisions. If you believe the AAO incorrectly applied ~urrent law 
or policy to your case or if you seek to present new facts for consideration, you may fiie a motion to 
reconsider or a: mot.ion to reopen, respectively. Aoy motion must be fileci on a Notice of Appeal ot 
Motion (Form I~290B) within 33 days of the date of this decision. Please review the Form I-290B 
instructions at http://www.uscis.gov/forms for the latest information on fee, tiling location, and 
other requirements. See also 8 C.F.R. § 103.5. Do not file a motion directly with the AAO. 

Thank you, 

~~· 

f~ · Ron Rosenberg · v 

Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 

www.uscis.gov 
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DISCUSSION: Tb~ ~pplication for Temporary Protected Status was denied by the :Director, 
California Service .Center. The matter is now before the Admilli!itrative Appe~s· Office (AAO) on 
appeal. The appeal Will be sulniliarily dismissed. 

" The applicant claims to be a citizen of Haiti who i.s seeking Temporary Protected Statu~ fti>S) 
under section 244 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1254. 

·On January. 16, 20l3, tbe ~pplicant filed the current application:.1 On August i, 2013, the director , 
denied tne application because tbe applic(;lllt failed to est<Jb.li~h he w~ eligible f~r late 'registration. 

On appeal, the applicant does not address the basis for the denial of his application or provide 
lWY evidence to overcome the director's findings. The applicant merely states that he is sorry 
"because. for the first peri ode .[ sic] of the time I did not have money to send the application." 

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

SZJ.mmary dismissal. · An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall sumtriarily dismiss 
any appeal when tbe · pMt;y concemed fails io icientify specifically any erroneous · 
conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal. 

lp._a,giJ1J:ICh as the applicant has failed to overcome the director's finding and has failed to identify . 
specifica.lly an erro11eoq~ ccmQl\l~ioiJ of law or a s.tatement of fact as a basis for the appeal, the · 
regulations mandate the swmilary dismissal of the appeaL 

As always in these proceedings, ~e burden of proof tests solely with the applicant Section 291 of · 
the Act, S U.S.C. § 13.61. 

ORDER:· The app~a:l ts dismissed. 

I . . . . . . . 'I • . ... 

· · The applicant had previously filed a TPS application · on September 19, 2011 . On June 7, 2012, the 
application was denjed by th¢ dit~ctor ~ue to abatldonmertt. No in9tiort was· filed from the denial of that 
application. 8C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(15) 

. ' . 
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