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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, San Francisco, and is now before the Administrative Appeals
Office (AAQO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

An applicant for permanent 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 the 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 amenability to verification. 8 C.FR. § 245a.12(¢).

The director denied the application because the applicant had failed to establish that he satisfied the “basic
citizenship skills” required under section 1104(c)(2)(E) of the LIFE Act. Specifically, the district director noted
that the applicant had failed to demonstrate a minimal understanding of ordinary English and a knowledge
and understanding of the history and government of the United States during his interviews on July 15, 2003
and June 21, 2006.

On appeal, the applicant submits Form 1-290B accompanied by a brief statement, claims that he was never
informed of the basic citizenship skills requirement, and was unaware of the nature and purpose of the
questions that he was asked to answer during his interviews. He also claims that he was unable to respond to
questions because he became very nervous about being alone face to face with a “hostile” immigration
officer.

As stated in 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(3)(1v), any appeal which is filed that fails to state the reason for appeal, or is
patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed. The applicant’s general statements in support of the appeal,
without specifically identifying any errors on the part of the director, is simply insufficient to overcome the
well-founded and logical conclusions the director reached based on the evidence submitted by the applicant.

The applicant has failed to address the reasons stated for denial and has not provided any additional evidence
on appeal. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed.

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



