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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status was denied by the Director, National
Benefits Center, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The
appeal will be dismissed.

The director denied the application because he found the applicant failed to meet his burden of
proof of establishing by a preponderance of the evidence that he meets the requirements for
temporary resident status.

On appeal, the applicant asked for a hearing to submit further evidence and provided multiple
documents that he had already submitted or that did not relate to the requisite period. The applicant
provided no additional evidence or explanation to overcome the reasons for denial of his
application.

As stated in 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal which is filed that fails to state the reason for
appeal, or is patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed.

A review of the decision reveals the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of the
application. On appeal, the applicant has not presented additional evidence. Nor has he addressed
the grounds stated for denial. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed.

It is noted that the applicant requested a hearing. The regulations provide that the requesting
party must explain in writing why oral argument is necessary. Furthermore, Citizenship and
Immigration Services has the sole authority to grant or deny a request for oral argument and will
grant argument only in cases involving unique factors or issues of law that cannot be adequately
addressed in writing. See 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(b). In this instance, the applicant identified no
unique factors or issues of law to be resolved. In fact, the applicant set forth no specific reasons
why oral argument should be held. Moreover, the written record of proceedings fully represents
the facts and issues in this matter. Consequently, the request for oral argument is denied.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. This decision constitutes a final notice of ineligibility.



