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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, Dallas, and is now before the Administrative
Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The director denied the application because the applicant had failed to establish that she satisfied the
“basic citizenship skills” required under section 1104(c)(2)(E) of the LIFE Act.

On appeal, the applicant asserts that she did not receive any of the notices mentioned in the Notice of
Decision and that there is a problem with the mail service in Dallas. She attaches a copy of an
article from The Dallas Morning News, dated October 5, 2006, indicating that a man wearing a U.S.
postal worker’s uniform was stopped by police for speeding. In his car, the police found opened
mail and hordes of letters. The applicant requests another opportunity for an interview.

As stated in 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal that fails to state the reason for appeal, or is
patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed.

The record reflects that all notices were mailed to the applicant at her address of record. No
substantial evidence was presented to indicate that the applicant’s mail was found among the letters
described in the above article. In lieu of such documentation, the applicant will be deemed to have
been notified of all notices sent to her address of record.

According to the evidence in the record, the applicant was given two opportunities to establish she
satisfied the basic citizenship skills requirements. The applicant failed on one occasion and failed to
appear on the second occasion. There is no provision in the law to grant the applicant additional
opportunities.

A review of the decision reveals that the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of
the application. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed.

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



