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The Applicant, who was born in Mexico, seeks a Certificate of Citizenship indicating he acquired U.S. 
citizenship at birth through his mother. See Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act) section 
30l(a)(7), 8U.S.C. § 1401(a)(7), amended by Act of Oct. 10. 1978, Pub. L. No. 95-432.92 Stat. 1046. 
An individual born outside the United States who acquired U.S. citizenship at birth. or who 
automatically derived U.S. citizenship after birth but before the age of 18. may apply to receive a 
Certificate of Citizenship. For an individual claiming to be a U.S. citizen at bitih. and who was born to 
married parents between December 24. 1952, and November 14. 1986. one parent must have been a 
U.S. citizen, and that parent must have been physically present in the United States for I 0 years (with at 
least tlve years occurring after the age of 14) before the individual's birth. 

The Director of the Dallas, Texas Field Office denied the application concluding that you did not 
provide proof that your U.S. citizen parent had the required physical presence prior to your bitih. 
The matter is now before us on appeal. Upon review. we will summarily dismiss the appeal. 

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 Jaw or statement of fact for the appeal. 
8 C.F.R. § 1 03.3(a)(l )(v). 

On appeat the Applicant did not provide a basis statement in support of the appeal. On the Form 1-
2908, Notice of Appeal or Motion, the Applicant stated that a brief or additional evidence would be 
submitted within 30 days of filing. In response to a request for evidence, the Applicant submitted a 
three-page statement that did not specifically identify an erroneous conclusion of law or fact in the 
decision below, and previously submitted evidence. Because the Applicant has not identified any 
specific, erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact in the Director's decision, the appeal must 
be summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(l)(v). 
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