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Office: NEBRASKA SERVICE CENTER Date: FEB 2 6 2009
(LIN-06-222-51801 relates)

APPLICATION: Application for Travel Document Pursuant to Section 223 of the Immigration and
Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1203.

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: SELF-REPRESENTED

INSTRUCTIONS:

This is the decision of the Admunistrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to
the office that originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to that office.

If you believe the law was inappropriately applied or you have additional information that you wish to have
considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen. Please refer to 8 C.F.R. § 103.5 for
the specific requirements. All motions must be submitted to the office that originally decided your case by
filing a Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, with a fee of $585. Any motion must be filed within 30
days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider, as required by 8 C.F.R. 103.5(a)(1)(1).
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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the Director, Nebraska Service Center, and is now
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The applicant is a native and citizen of Columbia who seeks to obtain a travel document (reentry
permit) under section 223 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1203. The
director denied the application after determining that the applicant was no longer a conditional
resident and was, therefore, not entitled to a reentry permit.

On appeal, the applicant states that he was in Columbia for medical treatment and to conduct business
and he missed his “appointment for residence.” The applicant submits a document in the Spanish
language with no English translation. The applicant states on the Form I-290B that he will submit a
brief to the AAO within 30 days. The applicant submitted the Form 1-290B on April 4, 2007. As of
this date, the AAO has not received a brief or additional evidence from the applicant. The record is,
therefore, considered complete.

The AAO may summarily dismiss an appeal “when the party concerned fails to identify specifically
any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal.” 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v).
Here, the applicant does provide any evidence for the AAO to consider. In visa petition
proceedings, the burden of proving eligibility for the benefit sought remains entirely with the
applicant. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361. As the applicant has not met his burden, the
AAO summarily dismisses the appeal.

The AAO notes that, should the applicant submit any foreign language documentation to USCIS in
the future, the applicant must ensure that such documentation is accompanied by a full English
translation which the translator has certified as complete and accurate, and by the translator’s
certification that he or she is competent to translate from the foreign language into English. 8 C.F.R.
§ 103.2(b)(3).

Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361, provides that the burden of proof is upon the applicant to
establish eligibility for the benefit sought. Here, the applicant has not met that burden. Accordingly,

the appeal will be dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



