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INSTRUCTIONS:

This is the decision 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 have new or additional information that you wish to have considered, you may file a motion to reopen. Such a
motion must state the new facts to be proved at the reopened proceeding and be supported by affidavits or other

reopen, except that failure to file before this period expires may be excused in the discretion of the Bureau of
Citizenship and Immigration Services (Bureau) where it is demonstrated that the delay was reasonable and beyond the
control of the applicant or petitioner. Id.

Any motion must be filed with the office that originally decided your case along with a fee of $110 as required under

8 C.F.R. § 103.7.
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DISCUSSION: The director of the Honolulu, Hawaii district office
denied the immigrant visa petition and the matter is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (ARO) on appeal. The appeal will be
summarily dismissed.

The petitioner filed the Petition to Classify Orphan as an
Immediate Relative (Form I-600) on April 11, 2001. The petitioner
is a 33-year-old citizen of the United States. The beneficiary is
9 years old at the present time and was born in the Philippines on
August 2, 1993. :

The district director denied the petition on November 6, 2002,
because the petitioner failed to ‘establish that the beneficiary
meets the definition of an orphan, as provided in Section
101 () (1} (F) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.s.C. §
1101 (b) (1) (F) .

On appeal, the petitioner requests an extension of time to submit
additional documentation. More than six months have lapsed since
the petitioner filed the appeal.

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a) (1) (v) states that 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.

On appeal, the petitioner fails to identify specifically any-
erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal.
As the petitioner has provided no additional evidence on appeal to
overcome the decision of the district director, the appeal will be
summarily dismissed in accordance with 8 C.F.R. 103.3(a) (1) (v).

In visa petition proceedings, the burden of proof remains entirely
with the petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361.
Here, that burden has not been met., In accordance with 8 C.F.R. §
103.3(a) (1) (v), the appeal will be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



