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This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to
the office that or:;inally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to that 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, New York, and is now before the Administrative Appeals
Office (AAO) 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.F.R. § 245a.12(e).

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. Specifically, the district director noted
that the applicant had failed to establish that she was developmentally disabled and thus exempt from this
requirement under section 1104(c)(2)(E)(ii) Act.

On appeal, the applicant submits Form 1-290B on which she states, “I disagree with the decision, because the
service did not review properly the proofs that I sent.”

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 record includes a number of medical reports and
statements from the applicant’s physicians, and the director’s notice of intent to deny and final decision
discuss in detail the contents of these documents and the reasons for which they are insufficient. The
applicant’s general statement on Form 1-290B, 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.



