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APPLICATION: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 1 

Application for Status as a Permanent Resident pursuant to Section 1104 of the 
Legal Immigration Family Equity (LIFE) Act of 2000, Pub. L. 106-553, 114 Stat. 
2762 (2000), amended by LIFE Act Amendments, Pub. L. 106-554, 114 Stat. 
2763 (2000). 

This is the f the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. The file has been returned to the 
Office. If your appeal was sustained, or if the matter was remanded for filrther 

If your appeal was dismissed, you no longer have a case pending before 
to file a motion to reopen or reconsider your case. 

Robert P. Wiemann, irector 
Administrative App P als Office 
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DISCUSSION: Th application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family Equity 
(LIFE) Act was de 'ed by the District Director, Los Angeles, California. It is now on appeal before the 
Administrative App f 1s Office (AAO). The appeal will be sustained. 

The district that the applicant failed to establish, by a preponderance of the evidence, 
before January 1, 1982 and resided in this country continuously in an 

On appeal the appli ant listed the evidence he had previously submitted and asserts that it shows he was a 
continuous resident f the United States from 198 1 onward. 

anent resident status under section 1104 of the LIFE Act must establish that before 
she filed a written claim with the Attorney General for class membership in one of the 

lawsuits: Catholic Social Services, Inc. v. Meese, vacated sub nom. Reno 
U.S. 43 (1993) ("CSS'), League of United Latin American Citizens v. 

Social Services, Inc., 509 U.S. 43 (1993) ("LULAC'), or Zambrano 
and Naturalization Service v. Zambrano, 509 U.S. 918 (1993) 
LIFE Act and 8 C.F.R. 9 245a. 10. 

The record indicates [hat the applicant filed a timely claim in 1990 for class membership in LULAC. 

An applicant for pe anent resident status under section 1104 of the LIFE Act must also establish that he or 
she entered the States before January 1, 1982 and resided in this country continuously in an unlawfi~l 

1, 1982 through May 4, 1988. See section 1104(c)(2)(B)(i) of the LIFE Act and 
8 C.F.R. 9 245a.11( 

8 C.F.R. 3 245a.1 provides that "[aln alien applying for adjustment of status under [section 1 104 of 
burden of proving by a preponderance of the evidence that he or she has resided in 

the United State the requisite,periods. . . . The inference to be drawn from the documentation 
on the extent of the documentation, its credibility and amenability to verification." 

ter of E-M-, 20 I & N Dec. 77, 80 (Cornm. 1989), "when something is to be 
onderance of the evidence it is sufficient that the proof only establish that it is 
ecision went on to declare that, in the absence of contemporaneous documentation, 
documents" which warrant consideration in legalization proceedings. Id. at 82-83. 
vidence has also been defined as "evidence which as a whole shows that the fact 
ore probable than not." Black's Law Dictionary 1064 (5th ed. 1979). 

When the filed his claim for class membership in LULAC with the Immigratiori and 
Status as a Temporary 

1982, (2) 

une 1989 to the present (Au ust 1990). The a licant also 

at $2.1 an hour from November 1981 
w re the applicant stated that he iin 



As evidence of his 

"[the applicant] 
he has been 
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business in theposition of manager." In the applicant subkitted a 
letter from the owner of J & P Allen Construction in dated August 21, 1990, 

been a friend of hers for the past seven she had "observed [the 

I 

applicant] at his of employment for the past five years . . . [The licant] is the manager of J.J.'s 
Hand Car the applicant submitted three letters, one September 9, 1990, one dated 

other undated, from Los Angeles area nts who claim to have known 
since 1981, one of whom mowed her lawn 

of whom asserted with the applicant. 

In support of his submitted additional 
evidence of his That evidence 
included, Adult Sc:hool, 

Based on the documentation furnished by the applicant, the AAO finds it more probable than not 
States before January 1, 1982 and resided in the United States continuously and 

1,1982 through May 4, 1988. 

The AAO determine that the applicant has met his burden of proof. He stablished, by a preponderance 
of the evidence, that e resided in the United States continuously in an status from before January 1, 
1982 through May as required under 1104(c)(2)(B)(i) of the 8 C.F.R. tj 245a.l2(e). 

Accordingly, the ap icant's appeal will be sustained. The district director s all continue the adjudicat~on of 
the application for p anent resident status. L f 
ORDER:   he appeal is sustained. 


