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DISCUSSION: The application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family Equity
(LIFE) Act was denied by the Director, Missouri Service Center. It was reopened and denied again by the
Director, National Benefits Center. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on
appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

In both decisions, the directors concluded the applicant had not established 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.

On appeal of the initial decision, the applicant asserted, “I am a 245A under CSS.”
The applicant does not respond to the subsequent decision.
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 Attorne
legalization class-action lawsuits3

Sub nom.

sub nom.

The regulations provide an illustrative list of documents that an applicant may submit to establish that he or

she filed a written claim for class membership hose regulations also permit the
submission of "[a]ny other relevant document(s).”

The applicant failed to submit any documentation addressing this requirement when the application was filed
or in rebuttal to the initial notice of intent to deny. An examination of the record indicates that the applicant
had timely filed his 1-687 Application for Status as a Temporary resident under Section 245A of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (INA) on May 4, 1988. That application was subsequently denied by the
District Director, Los Angeles, on June 4, 1989. In any case, an application for legalization under section
245A of the INA does not constitute an application for class membership in any of the legalization class-
action lawsuits. Furthermore, section 1104 of the LIFE Act contains no provision allowing for the reopening
and reconsideration of a timely filed and previously denied application for temporary resident starus under
section 245A.

Notwithstanding the applicant’s cursory statement in his initial appeal that “I am a 245A under CSS,” there is
no indication in the documentation provided by the applicant that he had submitted a written claim for class

membership in CSS legalization class-action lawsuit or in any of the other requisite lawsuits prior to October 1,
2000.

Given his failure to establish that he filed a timely written claim for class membership in CSS or in any of the
aforementioned legalization class-action lawsuits, the applicant is ineligible for permanent residence under
section 1104 of the LIFE Act.
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It addition, the record discloses that, on February 23, 1993, the applicant was convicted of, and pled guilty in

Huntington Park, California, to assault with a deadly we in_violation of “of the
California State Penal Code. ﬂ the Board of Imrhigration' Appeals
(BIA) found assault with a deadly and dangerous weapon to be a crime involving moral turpitude. An alien is
inadmissible if he has been convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude (other than a purely political
offense), or if he admits having committed such crime, or if he admits committing an act which constitutes the
essential elements of such crime. As such, the applicant is also inadmissible

of the INA and is, therefore, ineligible for adjustment to permanent resident
LIFE Act on this basis as well.

f the

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



