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DISCUSSION: The Form N-600, Application for Certificate of Citizenship (Form N-600) was
denied by the Field Office Director, Chicago, Illinois (the director), and the matter is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The applicant filed the Form N-600 on January 5, 2012 pursuant to former sections 309 and 301 of
the Immigration and Nationality Act. (the former Act), 8 U.S.C. §§ 1409 and 1401, based on the
claim that she acquired U.S. citizenship at birth through her father.

In a decision dated January 17, 2013, the director determined that the applicant had failed to
establish that her father was physically present in the United States for 10 years prior to the
applicant’s birth, five years of which were after the applicant’s father turned 14 years old, as
required by section 301(a)(7) of the former Act. The director determined further that the applicant
did not meet requirements for derivative citizenship under section 320 of the Immigration and
Nationality Act, as amended (the Act); 8 U.S.C. § 1431. The application was denied accordingly.

Through counsel, the applicant states on appeal that, “the director incorrectly denied the petitioners
[sic] petition.” No other claims or assertions are made on appeal, and the applicant indicates on the
Form 1-290B that no supplemental brief or additional evidence will be submitted.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(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 failed to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact in the director’s
decision. The AAO, therefore, will summarily dismiss the appeal.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



