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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, Los Angeles, California, and is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The district director denied the application based on the basis that the applicant was ineligible to adjust to
permanent resident status under the provisions of the LIFE Act because he had been convicted of three
misdemeanors committed in the United States. Section 1104(c)(2)(D)(ii) of the LIFE Act.

On appeal, the applicant states that he has an extensive history and ties with the United States and that,
at the time of his convictions, he was irresponsible and that none of his convictions rose to the level of
“a serious crime or involved harm to property or persons.” The applicant further states that since 1988
he has been “a lawful citizen and have [sic] no further encounters with the law. The applicant does not
contradict or otherwise address the reason for the director’s denial of the application.

As stated in 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal which is filed that fails to state the reason for appeal,
or is patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed. The applicant has failed to address the reason
stated for denial of the application. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed.

As always in these proceedings, the burden of proof rests solely with the applicant. Section 291 of the Act,
8U.S.C. § 1361.

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



