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DISCUSSION: .The applicant's temporary resident status was initially terminated by the Director,
California Service Center, in a decision dated September 28, 1992. The applicant appealed the director's
decision - before. the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) where the matter was reviewed and

. subsequently remanded back to the service center for further action. The director has since reopened the
matter and i~sued a new 'decisi~n based on a new ground of ineligibility. .The matter remains before the
AAO on appeal. Tpe appeal will b~ dismissed. The director's decision will be affirmed. '

The director initially termi~ated the applicant's temporary resident status based on the determination that
the applicant failed to establish continuous unlawful residence in the United States since prior to January
1, 1982' through May 4, 1988. Upon further review by the AAO on appeal, it was determined that the
applicant erroneously filed.a Form 1-687 when in reality his intent 'was tofile a Form 1-70Qin order to
establish eligibility as a Special Agricultural Worker (SAW). . .. . . . ." .

Subsequent to the AAO's ' decision remanding the matter back to th~ service center . for further
adjudication, noticeswere sent out to -the applicant. One notice, dat~d November 8, 2004, was a request
for the applicant to provide an updated set of fingerprints . Another notice was issued by the California

. .

Service Center on January 10, 2005 in an attempt to have: the.applicant provide a .completed Form 1-700
Application for Temporary Resident Status as a Special Agricultural Worker. Although both notices were
sent to the applicant's most updated addressof record; the petitioner did not respond with the requested
information with regard to either request.

On March 25, 2005, the Director, California Service Center reopened the matter and issued anew n~tice
of termination based on the applicant's failure to 'comply with the November 8, 2004 request for an

. updated set of fingerprints . The record does not indicate that the applicant has supplemented.his 'original
appeal with further information addressing the service center's most recent decision :

The regulations at 8c.rR. § 21O.2(C)(2)(i) state that a Form 1-700 must be accompanied by a completed
Form FD-258" (Fingerprint Card) if the applicant is 14 yearsold or older. In the present matter, the record .
shows that despite" an attempt made by Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) to obtain a completed

. Form 1-700, the applicantfailed to provide the necessary document. The record further shows that
despite CIS's attempt to obtain the necessary fingerprints, the applicant failed to comply with that request

.as welt .As the applicant has failed to meet the necessary documentary requirements to q~alify for
temporary resident 'status as a Special Agricultural Worker, the director's decision terminating the
applicant's temporary resident status is affirmed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. This decision constitutes a final notice ofineligibility.
. . . . ~


