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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, Houston, Texas, and is now before the Administrative 
Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The district director decided 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. This decision was based on the district director's determination that the 
applicant had exceeded the forty-five (45) day limit for single absences from the United States during this 
period, as set forth in 8 C.F.R. tj 245a.l5(c)(l), and that he had failed to show that he had applied for class 
membership in any of the requisite legalization class-action lawsuits prior to October 1, 2000 and, therefore, 
denied the application. 

In his appeal statement, the applicant indicated that he had failed to receive the Notice of Intent to Deny, 
which set forth in detail the reasons for denial of your application. It appears that both the Notice of Intent to 
Deny as well as the subsequent Notice of Denial were sent lo a prior address. Accordingly, the M O  
provided the applicant with a copy of the notice of' intent, which was issued April 8, 2003, and requested that 
the applicant respot~d with ally additional evidence or statement within 45 (torty-five) days. As of this date, 
however, no f~1rthe.c statemefit or evidence has been submitted into the record by the app!icant ar by his 
representative. 

,in applica~it fa-  permarlent resident status under tELe LIFE Act must establish that before October 1, 2000, he 
or she filed a written claim with the Attorney General for class membership in any of the following 
legalization class-action lawsuits: Catholic Social Services, Inc. v. Meese, vacated sub nom. Reno v. C'atholic 
Social Services, Inc., 509 U.S. 43 (1993), League of United Latin American Citizens v. INS, vacated sub nom. lt 
Reno v. Catholic Social Services, Inc., 509 U.S. 43 (1993), or Zarnbrano v. INS, vacated sub nom. 
Immigration andlvaturalization Service v. Zambrano, SO9 U.S. 918 (1993). See 8 C.F.R. 9 245a.10. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. 8 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal which is filed that fails to state the reason for appeal, or is 
patently friv6lous, will be summarily dismissed. She applicant has failed to address the reasons stated for 
denial and has not provided any additional evidence on appeal. The appeal must therefore be sunlmarily 
dismissed. 

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


