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

The director denied the application because the applicant had not demonstrated that he had continuously
resided in the United States in an unlawful status from before January 1, 1982 through May 4, 1988. The
director also denied the application because the applicant failed to submlt requested court dispositions
regarding his criminal history.

On appeal, the appl.icant does not address the basis for the denial of his application or provide any evidence to
overcorne the director’s findings. The applicant merely requests an extension of 90 days in which to submit a
brief and/or ev1dence To date, however no additional correspondence has been presented by the applicant.

An applicant for permanent resident status under the 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. Catholic Social Services,

Inc., 509 U.S. 43 (1993) (CSS), League of United Latin American-Citizens v. INS, vacated sub nom. Reno v.

Catholic Social Services, Inc., 509 U.S. 43 (1993) (LULAC), or Zambrano v. INS, vacated sub nom. Immigration
and Naturalzzatzm Service v. Zambrano, 509 U.S. 918 (1993) (Zambrano) See 8 C.FR. §245a.10.

t\s qtated in 8 CFR. § 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal which is hlw that fails to state the reason for appeal oris

b. . ~patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed. The applicant has failed to address the reasons stated for -

-dlenial and has zsict provided -any additional evidence on appeal. The appeal must therefore be summarlly
dismissed.

ORDER The appeal is dismissed. This decision constitutes a final notice of i:ﬁéligibﬂity;.



