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DISCUSSION: The District Director, Miami District Office, denied the application and certified his decision 
to the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO.) The AAO affirmed the district director's decision. The matter 
is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The applicant is a native and citizen of Cuba who filed this application for adjustment of status to that of 
lawful permanent resident under section 1 of the Cuban Adjustment Act of November 2, 1966. This Act 
provides for the adjustment of status of any alien who is a native or citizen of Cuba and who has been 
inspected and admitted or paroled into the United States subsequent to January 1, 1959, and has been 
physically present in the United States for at least one year, to that of an alien lawfully admitted for 
permanent residence if the alien is eligible to receive an immigrant visa and is admissible to the United States 
for permanent residence. 

The district director found the applicant inadmissible to the United States because he falls within the purview 
of sections 212(a)(2)(A)(i)(II) and 212(a)(2)(C) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 
$0 1 182(a)(2)(A)(i)(II) and 1 182(a)(2)(C). The district director, therefore, concluded that the applicant was 
ineligible for adjustment of status and denied the application. On certification, the AAO affirmed the district 
director's decision. 

On the Form I-290B appeal, in section 2 the applicant indicates that he is not submitting a separate brief or 
evidence. In section 3 of Form I-290B, where the applicant is instructed to "state the reason(s) for this 
appeal," the applicant declined to provide a response. While the applicant submitted documentation with 
Form I-290B, such as evidence of his prior arrests, he did not include a statement that identifies specifically 
an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact in this proceeding. 

Upon review, the AAO concurs with the district director's decision, and the AAO's prior decision pursuant to 
the district director's certification. Accordingly, the AAO affirms the denial of the application. 

Regulations at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(l)(v) state, in pertinent part: 

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. 

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. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


