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APt'L;ICATION: Application for Cel-iificatc o f  Citize~asl~ip under Seciior~ 320 <?f the Tmmigr-al.ion arld 
Nationality Act, 8 I .S.C.  6 14.;:. 

1-his is rile drcisir:in of the Adniinistzarive Appeals !If-'Ece irl your case. A l l  doci:ments I~aile beer1 returried to 
the oftjce thar originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must he made lo &at c?fi?ce. 

Itobrir P. Wiemasil, Clrief 
Adminl~bztivc Appeals Ofljce 



DISChTSSlOiY: 'T'l-re applicalior~ was denied by the Dist~icr Directclr, Dallas, Texas. 'HE matter is i soi~  bef:>re 
t11e Adrninistrati~;~ Appeals Clffice (A,%O) on appeal. 'The appeal jvill be rejected as ontimely filec:I. 

111 or-der to properly file an appeal, the regulaticrl at 8 C.F.M. 9 ! 03,3(a)(2)(i) provicrles that the afkcted party 
n~us? file tile cornplete appeai ~'if!?in 30 days afier service i:f the unfavorable decsisio!:. Hf the deciicsn was 
rnailrd, the appeal nl:ist be filed wi t l~ in  33 days. See 8 C.F.R. $ 1 OP.Sa(!,). 

;-!re record reflects that tile district director isssed the applicant's decision or] November 18, 2005. 'Tl~e 
Nifiiie nf Appeal to the ,4AC> {Fonrn i-29138) was serlt to the AAO in error. An appeal is r ~ t  properly filed, 
however., until  the proper. ofike, in this case the Dajlas, Texas District Off-ice, receives it. 'T'iae record reflects 
that the appeal was received bq. the Dalias. l'exas District Office ctln I.Pecei-~i?er 2.3, 2005, rxaore than 3; days 
ali-er the dc.cisii.rn was issered. i?acci>rdirig'iy, !he appeal v.ias urltinlely iiled. 

'The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(2)(vj( B)(3) statc)~ th31. if an nntirrrelgl appeal rneets the requiremerits a f a  
incitian to reopell or a inotioi~ to ~econsider, the appeal rnlrst be rreated as 2. triotion. a d  a decision rntis'r be 
made on the merits s f  the case. 'T'he official h a v i ~ q  j~urisdiction over a mution is the ojriciat whili made the 
last decision in iile proceeding. ,See 8 C.F.R. 8 103.Z[a){ I)(ii). -fbe disirict director declined to treat ihe late 
zipperil as 2 rnoiion aud fot-warded the :r;aTter Lo the iZAt). 

As the apper\I sv.;;:s untirne!~ fj:i'ied, the appeal n~ust be rejected 

ORIPER: 'f'he appeal is rqjected. 


