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T h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  S t a t e  d e t e r m i n e d  o n  J a n u a r y  29 ,  1 9 6 2  
t h a t  A r t h u r  R e v e l l ,  who a c q u i r e d  U n i t e d  S t a t e s  c i t i z e n s h i p  by  
b i r t h  a t   e x p a t r i a t e d  h i m s e l f  on  J a n u a r y  
31 ,  1 9 6 1  u n d e r  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  s e c t i o n  3 4 9 ( a ) ( 1 )  o f  t h e  
I m m i g r a t i o n  a n d  N a t i o n a l i t y  A c t ,  8  U.S.C. 1 4 8 1 ( a )  ( l ) ,  by 
o b t a i n i n g  n a t u r a l i z a t i o n  i n  t h e  U n i t e d  Kingdom upon h i s  own 
a p p l i c a t i o n .  T h e  R e v e r e n d  R e v e l l  e n t e r e d  a n  a p p e a l  f r o m  t h a t  
d e c i s i o n  o n  J u l y  1 5 ,  1 9 8 9 .  

T h e  t h r e s h o l d  q u e s t i o n  i s  w h e t h e r  t h i s  a p p e a l  may b e  
deemed t o  h a v e  b e e n  e n t e r e d  w i t h i n  t h e  l i m i t a t i o n  p r e s c r i b e d  
by t h e  a p p l i c a b l e  r e g u l a t i o n s .  I n  c a s e s  s u c h  a s  t h i s  o n e ,  t h e  
Boa rd  c u s t o m a r i l y  a p p l i e s  t h e  l i m i t a t i o n  w h i c h  was  i n  e f f e c t  
p r i o r  t o  November 30 ,  1 9 7 9 ,  t h e  e f f e c t i v e  d a t e  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  
l i m i t a t i o n s .  T h e  l i m i t a t i o n  o n  a p p e a l  p r e s c r i b e d  by t h e  
p r e v i o u s  r e g u l a t i o n s  was " w i t h i n  a  r e a s o n a b l e  t i m e "  a f t e r  t h e  
a f f e c t e d  p a r t y  r e c e i v e d  n o t i c e  o f  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t ' s  a d v e r s e  
h o l d i n g  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  h i s  n a t i o n a l i t y .  22 CFR 5 0 . 6 0  
( 1 9 6 7 - 1 9 7 9 ) .  I n  t h i s  case,  a p p e l l a n t  i n  March 1 9 6 2  r e c e i v e d  
n o t i c e  o f  t h e  r i g h t  t o  t a k e  a n  a p p e a l  t o  t h e  t h e n  Board  o f  
Rev iew o n  t h e  L o s s  o f  N a t i o n a l i t y  o f  t h e  P a s s p o r t  O f f i c e  o f  
t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  S t a t e ,  p r e d e c e s s o r  o f  t h e  B o a r d  o f  A p p e l l a t e  
Rev iew.  H e  t o o k  no  a c t i o n  t o  c h a l l e n g e  t h e  d e c i s i o n  o n  l o s s  
o f  h i s  n a t i o n a l i t y  u n t i l  t w e n t y - s e v e n  y e a r s  had  p a s s e d .  

A f t e r  c a r e f u l l y  r e v i e w i n g  a p p e l l a n t ' s  s u b m i s s i o n s  a n d  
t h e  c a s e  r e c o r d  o f  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  S t a t e ,  t h e  Boa rd  h a s  
d e t e r m i n e d  t h a t  i t  l a c k s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  e n t e r t a i n  t h e  
a p p e a l .  I n  t h e  B o a r d ' s  j udgmen t  t h e  a p p e a l  i s  b a r r e d  by t h e  
p a s s a g e  o f  time, n o  p e r s u a s i v e  r e a s o n  h a v i n g  b e e n  p r e s e n t e d  by 
a p p e l l a n t  f o r  h i s  f a i l u r e  t o  move much s o o n e r .  A d e l a y  o f  
t w e n t y - s e v e n  y e a r s  i n  t a k i n g  a n  a p p e a l  i s  m a n i f e s t l y  
u n r e a s o n a b l e .  



Accord ing ly ,  t h e  a p p e a l  i s  hereby  d i s m i s s e d  f o r  l a c k  of 
j u r i s d i c t i o n .  * 
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* The f a c t  t h a t  t h e  Board of A p p e l l a t e  Review has  d i s m i s s e d  t h e  
a p p e a l  on t h e  grounds  t h a t  i t  l a c k s  j u r i s d i c t i o n  does  not  i n  
i t s e l f  b a r  t h e  Department from t a k i n g  such  f u r t h e r  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  
a c t i o n  a s  may seem a p p r o p r i a t e  i n  t h e  p r e m i s e s .  Opin ion  of t h e  
Lega l  Adviser  of t h e  Department of S t a t e ,  Davis  R .  Robinson,  
December 27, 1982. S e e  American J o u r n a l  of 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Law, Vol .  7 7  No. 2 ,  A p r i l  1983.  




