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,This is the decisionof the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned

tS:~~:~ decided your case. Any further inqoiry most be made to that office.
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Administrative Appeals Office
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. DISCUSSION: The application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family

. Equity (LIFE) Act was denied by the District Director, Chicago, 'Illinois, and is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. Theappeal will be summarily 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 since before January 1, 1982 through May 4; 1988.
Section 1104(c)(2)(B) of the iJFE Act ; 8 C.F.R. § 245a.ll (b}.

On appeal, counsel asserts that all of the evidence submitted substantiates the applicant's clairri of
residing in the United States during the prescribed period. Counsel submits a' brief in support of the
appeal. ' " ' .

The director ,advised the applicant in his Notice of Intent to Deny (NOID) dated July 7, 2004, that the
only evidence that he submitted was subsequent to the requisite period and that he had failed to submit
any evidence in support of his application for benefits under the LIFE Act. In response , counsel submitted
the same brief that he now submits on appeal. No newdocumentary evidence was submitted in support of
th~ application in resp~:mse to the NOID or on appeal. ' ' ,

The applicant has failed to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact in this
proceeding;therefore, the appeal must be summarily dismissed. -

The applicant filed' another Forni 1-687, Application for Status as a Temporary Res ident; on .August 9; ­
2004. The record does not reflect that the district office has finally adjudicated this application, and it is .
not at issue in this appeal. " '

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