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DISCUSSION: The application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family Equity
(LIFE) Act was denied by the Interim District Director, Baltimore, Maryland, and is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The Interim District Director concluded the applicant had not established that he had applied for class
membership in any of the requisite legalization class-action lawsuits prior to October 1, 2000. In addition the
Interim District Director determined that the applicant had not established that he resided in the United States
in a continuous unlawful status from before January 1, 1982, through May 4, 1988, as required by section
1104(c)(2)(B) of the LIFE Act and that the applicant was not continuously physically present in the United
States during the period beginning on November 6, 1986, and ending on May 4, 1988, as set forth in 8 C.F.R.
§ 245a.11(c). Therefore, the Interim District Director concluded the applicant was ineligible for permanent
resident status under the LIFE Act and denied the application accordingly. See Interim District Director’s
Decision dated August 21, 2003.

On appeal, filed on September 22, 2003, counsel states that he is submitting a separate brief and/or evidence
with the Notice of Appeal to the AAO (Form [-290B).  As of this date, more than a year later, no
documentation has been received by the AAO. Additionally in the Form I-290B counsel fails to address the
grounds of denial or state any reason for the appeal.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1) states in pertinent part:
(v) Summary dismissal. 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....

In the instant case the applicant has failed to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for
the appeal and therefore it will be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



