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decided >our case. if your appeal was .;ustained, or if the matter was remanded for 

contacted. If your appeal -*as dismissed. you no longer have a case pending before 
entitled to file a motioll to reopen or reconsider vour casz. 
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e application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family Equity 
led by the Interim District Director, Dallas, Texas, and is now before the Administrative 
3) on appeal. The appeal will be sustained. 

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

icant's attorney asserts that the evidence submitted by the applicant establishes by a 
e evidence that the applicant resided continuously in the U.S. from prior to January 1, 
, 1988. Counsel further asserts that the evidentiary standard used by the district office in 
tion appears to have been considerably more stringent than that normally required in 
plications. 

manent resident status must establish entry into the TJnited States before Ja~luar-4, 1, 1982 
ence in the IJnited States in an unlawful status since such date and through May 4, 1988. 
j ) .  

manent residerit sstatus under section 11 04 of the LIFE Act has the burden to establish by 
the evidence that he or she has resided in the United States for the requisite penods, IS 

~ t e d  States and IS otherwise eligible fur adjustment of status under thls sectlon. Y C.F.K. 
:n something is to be establ~shed by a preponderance of evidence it IS suffic~ent that the 
I that ~t is probably true. See Matter of E-- M--, 20 I&N Dec. 77 (Comm. 1989). 
12 evidence has also been defined as "evidence which as a whole shows that the fact 
IS more probable than not." Black's Law Dictionary 1064 (5th ed. 1979). 

lrawn from the documentation provided shall dzpend on the extent of the documen tation, 
 ena ability to verification. 8 C.F.R. 3 245a.l2(e). 

~lish continbotls ilnlawful residence sir?ce before Jaruary 1, 1982. as claimed, the applican! 
~g evidence: 

of an apartment rental lease contract dated November 15, 1981, listing the applican~ as oile 
1ts; 

j employed as a cook from 198 1 until November 1984; 

Air Mail envelopes made out to the appiicant at an address in Ft. Worth, Texas, bearing 
ted December 20, 198 1, June 2 1, 1982, 1983 and July 17, 1987, respectively; 

lent letter from Quick Stop Grocery, Ft. Worth, Texas, indicating the applicant was 
:re from March 1985 to September 1989; 



Page 3 I 

A letter fro I- who asserts she has known the applicant since his first came to Ft. Worth, 
Texas in 19 1 ; 

~ i l e ~  & Hunt Business Service, who asserts she has known the applicant 
at Sunny's Pizza in Ft. Worth, Texas; 

A photocop ed customer receipt dated February 16, 1982 from U.S. Passport Photo Service, Houston, 
Texas, mad out to the applicant; 

- -  
A letter fkon t- who asserts he has known the applicant since 1985; and 

A letter f iod who asserts he has known the applicant sirrce 1981. 

In this instance, the plicant submitted six affidavits attesting to his residence and employment in the U.S. during 
the period in . Affidavits in certain cases can effectively meet the preponderance of evidence standard. 

supra, when sonething is to be established by a preponderance of evidence, the 
that the proof is probably true. ,That decision also points out that, under the 

an application may be granted even though some doubt remains regarding 
been furnished, including affidavits submitted by persons many of whom 
be accorded substantial evidentiary weight and are sufficjent to meet the 
in the United States for the requisite period. 

It should also be that, unlike many applicarlts for permanent residence under the LIFE program, the present 
applicant has contemporaneous ev~dence of residence. 

applicant, along with the contemporaneous evidence, support by a preponderance 
satisfies the statutory and regulatory cntena of entry Into the United States 

continuous unlawful residence in the country dunng the ensulng time frame of 
as requ~red for eligib~lity for legalization under sect~onl 1 104(c)(2)(3)(1) of 

_-'lccordlrlgly, !he ap appeal w~l l  be sustamed. The dlstnct dlrector sh 111 cont~nue the adjudication of the 
applicat~on r'nr 

ORDER: The appeal is sustained. 


