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

The district director denied the application because the applicant had not demonstrated that he had
continuously resi‘ded in the United States in an unlawful status from before J anuary 1, 1982 through May 4,
1988. 3

- On appeal, the ,aﬂgues that the notarized affidavits previously submitted are sufficient evidence to establish his
continuous residence in the United States.

An applicant forfermanent resident status must establish entry into the United States before J anuary-1, 1982
and continuous residence in the United States in an unlawful status since such date and through May 4, 1988.
8 CER. § 245a.11(b). .

\

An applicant for bermanent resident status under section 1104 of the LIFE Act has the burden to establish by
a preponderance of the evidence that he or she has resided in the United States for the requisite periods, is
admissible to thd United States and is otherwise eligible for adjustment of status under this section. - The
inference to be drawn from the documentation provided shall depend on the extent of the documentation, its

credibility and arq‘lenability to verification. 8 C.FR. § 245a.12(e).

Although CIS pngulati()ns provide an illustrative list of contemporaneous documents -that. at applicant may
submit, the liSt-ei]so permits the submission of affidavits and any other relevant decument. 8 EFR. 8
245a.2(d33)(vi)(L). ' T
In a._nattémpt_‘to es‘?tablishy continuous residence in the United States since before January 1, 198 1-throngh May 4,
1988, the appli,can‘r submitted the following evidence: o : :

| o .
® A notarized affidavit from'e—)vho attested to the applicant’s residence in the United

States since 1983.

Notarized .afﬁdavits froriid

who attested to the applicant’s residence

©

e An afﬁdavit%f employment from_vho indicated that the applicant was in his
employ from January 1983 through June 1984 as a gardener in Los Angeles, California.

¢ A notarized affidavit from ho attested to the applicant’s residence in the United
States since 1981. Ms: mndicated that she accompanied the applicant to the INS office in 1987,

when the officer refused to accept his application.

On February 24, 2004, the director issued a Notice of Intent to Denyfwhich informed the applicant that the
documentation submitted was insufficient to establish continuous residence in the United States since before
January 1, 1982 through May 4, 1988. The applicant was provided the opportunity to submit additional
documentation. The applicant, in response, provided copies of the affidavits that were initially submitted.

The applicant has presented contradicting statements of which no explanation has been provided. The applicant
claimed on his Form I-687 application and LIFE application that his first entry into the United States was in 1981.
However, evidence from the applicant’s prior A-file (M v ich has been consolidated into the current
file reveals that the applicant entered without inspection at the port of entry in West Palm Beach, Florida on
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August 14, 1989, The applicant, in a sworn statement, asserted that he had no equities or property in the United
States. This factor along with.the fact that none of the affiants provided an address where the applicant resided
throughout the period the affiants had purportedly known him raises questions about the authenticity of the
documents the applicant has presented throughout the application process.
] "

Doubt cast on arj;y aspect of the evidence may lead to a reevaluation of the reliability and sufficiency of the
remaining evidence. It is incumbent upon an applicant to resolve any inconsistencies in the record by independent -
‘objective evidence, and attempts to explain or reconcile such inconsistencies, absent competent objective
evidence pointiné to where the truth, in fact, lies, will not suffice. See Matter of Ho, 19 1&N Dec. 582 (BIA
1988). . : :

- 'Given the absence of contemporaneous documentation pertaining to this applicant, along with the applicant’s
reliance on affidavits, which do not meet basic standards of probative value, it is concluded that he has failed to
establish continuous residence in an unlawful status from prior to January 1, 1982 through May 4, 1988, as

- required. Therefore, the applicant is ineligible for permanent resident status under section 1104 of the LIFE
Act. '

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




