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3 N  BEHALF OF APPJ,ICANT: Self-repre~rnted 

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to 
:he oftice that originally decided your case. If your appeal was sustained, or if the matter was remanded for 
f'urthu aclion, you will he contacted. if your appeal was dismissed, you no longer have a case pending before 
this office, 4nd >ou are not entitled to file a lnotion to reopen or reconsider your case. 

Rohert P. Wiemann, Director 
Administrative App als Office I 
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e application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family Equity 
ied by the District Director, Los Angeles, and is now before the Administrative Appeals 
le appeal will be sustained. 

r denied the application because the applicant had not demonstrated that she had 
I in the United States in an unlawful status since before January 1, 1982 through May 4, 

icant reaffirms her claim to have resided in the U.S. since 1981. The applicant also 
cult for her to establish continuous residence because her existence as a migrant field 
r from attending school and also because she lived with her parents during the period in 

manent resident status must establish entry into the United States before January 1, 1982 
ence in the United States in an unlawful status since such date and through May 4, 1988. 

,). 

manent resident status under section 1104 of the LIFE Act has the burden to estabhsh by 
,the evzdencc~ that he or she has resided in  the Un~ted States for the requ~s~te  penods, 1s 
~ t e d  States and is otherwise cl~gtble for adjustment of status under this section. 8 C.F.R. 
:n someth~ng 1s to be establ~shed by a preponderance of evidence ~t 1s sufficient that the 
I that it 1s probably true. See Matter o f  E-- M--, 20 I&N Dec. 77 (Comfn. 1989). 
le evidence has also been defined as "ev~dence which as a whole S ~ O W ' ~  that the fact 
IS more probable than not." Black's Law D~ct~onary 1064 (5" ed 1979). 

lrawn from the documentation provided shall depend on the extent of the documentation, 
 ena ability to verification. 8 C.F.R. 9 245a. 12(e). 

to be establishcd by a preponderance of the evidence it is sufficient that the proof 
)bably true. See ?datter of I?-- M-- 20 I&N Dec. 77 (Comm. 1989). 

itions provide an illustrative list of contemporaneous documents that an applicant may 
) permits the wbmission of affidavits and any other relevant d~cunient. 8 C.F.R. 
I. 

blish continuous unlawful residence since prior to January 1, 1982, the applicant submits 

fro-attesting to having known the applicant since February 1982, 
'fiant encountered the applicant while performing migrant field work in Sacramento, 

:n statement from w h o  states he has known the applicant and her family 
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An affidavid f m m h o  attests to having known the applicant since December 
1981. ~ h e l  affiant indicates she is now the applicant's sister-in-law, asserting she first became 
acquainted ith the applicant while dating her brother; and ? 

the applicant's b r o t h e r w h o  attests to the applicant 
U.S. for Mexico from October 15, 1987 to November 14, 1987. 

As stated above, to be drawn from the documentation provided shall depend on the extent of the 
documentation, and amenability to verification. The applicant, on appeal, states that she lived 

all of the period ill question, and that her duties as a migrant field worker 
her from attending school. A review of the record indicates that, in 1981, 

entered and commenced her residence in the U.S., she would have been 
such, the applicant's assertion, on appeal, that her situation during this 
subsequently obtain evidence of continuous residence appears credible 

In this instance, has submitted four atfidavits and thrd-party statements which attest to hei 
contm~louq dunng the prnod m question. Affidav~ts In certaln cases can eifectlvely meet the 

The director has not establisl~ed that any of the infonnation in the affidav~ts 
was false or :r?cons~stent or ai valiance with the claims rnacie by  he 
Matter of E--M--, s14pm, when soinething 1s to he establi.;hed oy a 

has to establish that the proof is probably true. That decision also 
standard, an appl~cation may be granted eken though aome 

that have been tilrnishecl, including affidav~ts and letters 
their cllrrent addresses and phone numbers and have 

matter if necessary, may be accorded substantial 
of proof of res~dence in the United States for 

the requis~te period. 

The by the applicant establishes, by a preponderance of the evidence, that the appl~cailt 
cntena of entry into the United States before January 1, 1982, as well as 
country dlmng the ensuing time frame of January 1, 1982 through May 4, 

under sect~on 1104(~)(2)(B)(1) of the LIFE Act. 

Accordingly, the ap icant's appeal will be sustaiced. 'I'he district director shall continue the adjudication of the 
application for resident status. 


