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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the Field Office Director, El Paso, Texas, and is
now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAQO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily
dismissed.

The record reflects that the applicant was born on October 27, 1946 in Mexico. The applicant’s
father,das born on May 26, 1926 in the United States. The applicant seeks
a certificate of citizenship pursuant to section 201(g) of the Nationality Act of 1940, 8 U.S.C. §
601(g), based on the claim that she acquired U.S. citizenship at birth through her father.

The field office director denied the applicant’s citizenship claim upon finding that the applicant’s
father could not have resided in the United States prior to the applicant’s birth for five years after the
age of sixteen because the applicant was born before her father’s twenty-first birthday.

On appeal, counsel provided no statement explaining an erroneous conclusion of law or fact in the
field officer director’s decision, and submitted no additional evidence.

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1) states, in pertinent part, that:
(v) 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 AAO finds that the applicant’s appeal fails to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact in the field office director’s decision. The appeal is therefore summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



