
FILE: 

IN RE: 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
20 Ma~sachusetts A L ~  . N U Ktn A.30-12 
U dsh~ngton. DC 20579 

U.S. Citizenship 
and Immigration 

'\ I .>.$* s. 

Office: Los Angeles Date: 

Applicant: 

PETITION. 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. 2763- (2000). 
~~menu'eu'b,~ LIFE Act .4niendments, Pub. L 106-554. 114 Stat. 2763 (3000). 

This is [he drclsion of the Administrative Appeais Office in your case. AI! documents have been retui.ned to 
the office that originally decided your case. If your appeal was sustained, or if the matter was remanded for 
further action, you will be contacted. [f yollr appeal was dismissed, you no l o ~ ~ g e r  have a case pending before 
this office. and you are not entitled to file a motion t~;, reopen or reconsider your case. 

Robert P. Wiemann, Director 
Administrative Appeals Office 



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

The district director denied the application because the applicant had not demonstrated that she had 
continuously resided in the United States in an unlawful status since before January 1. 1982 through May 4. 
1988. 

In response to the Notice of Decision, the applicant submits a Form I-29OB Notice of Appeal to the 
,\dministrative Appeals Office (AAO). At itern 2, counsel for the applicant checks box 3, indicating that he 
would be sending a brief andlor evidence to the AAO within SO days. As of this date, however, no further 
documentation or statement has been submitted into the record of proceedings. At item 3 on the form, in 
which an individual is requested to specify the reasons for filing his appeal, counsel merely asserts, "the 
denial is arbitrary, capricious and erroneous in that the applicant established eligibility by a preponderance of 
thd evideilce." tIowever, counsel has provided no specifics in support of his assertion. 

An applican~ for permanent, resident stalus under the LIFE Act must establish that before October 1, 2000, he 
or she fi!.-d a written claim with the Attorney Gerierai for class membership in any of' the following 
!egaiization cl;lss-action !awsuits: Catllolic Social Senlicrs, irzc. ii. Meese, vacated sub nom. Keno v. Cmt.kolic 
,%rial Services, Inc., 509 U.S. 43 (!993), Leugue oj'Unitec1 Latin American Citizens v. INS. vacated sub  om. 
Aeno v. ('utholic Socln! Services, Inc., SO9 U.S.  43 (1993), or Zutnbrano L,. INS, vacated scb nom. 
~tnmiyratiotz ~ lnd fiutl~rafizatio~l Service v. Zatnbrcrrio, 509 U.S. 918 (1993). See S C.F.R. 5 245a..10. 

. i s  stated in 8 C.E.R. $ 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal which is filed that fails to state the season for appeal, or is 
patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed. The applicant has failed to address the reasons stated for 
denial anti has not provided any additional evidence on appeal. The appeal must therefhre be summarily 
dismissed. 

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


