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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, New York, and is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAQO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The director denied the application because she found the evidence submitted with the application was
insufficient to establish eligibility for Permanent Resident Status pursuant to Section 1104 of the Legal
Immigration Family Equity (LIFE) Act of 2000, Pub. L. 106-553, 114 Stat. 2762 (2000), amended
by LIFE Act Amendments, Pub. L. 106-554. 114 Stat. 2763 (2000). Specifically, the director noted
that the applicant indicated that he entered the United States for the first time on March 15, 1981 via the
Canadian border. The director noted that the applicant claims that he has resided continuously in the
United States since that time; however, he submitted very little evidence in support of his eligibility.
The director further noted that the applicant submitted several affidavits from individuals attesting to the
applicant’s continuous residency, but that the affidavits did not include sufficient detail, they were not
dated or notarized, and contained inconsistent information. Noting that the applicant failed to establish
by a preponderance of the evidence that he met the eligibility requirements, the director denied the
application on July 20, 2005.

On appeal, the applicant does not provide any additional evidence or explanation to overcome the
reasons for denial of his application. He states, “The affidavits and the supporting documents that I
provided to your office are the true and original documents. [ am unable to submit any detailed
affidavits at this time as I am trying to contact those people who provided me affidavits, but I am unable
to contact them at this time . . . I can only provide the affidavits and these are true affidavits. Please
reconsider my case and grant my appeal.”

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.

A review of the decision reveals the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of the
application. On appeal, the applicant has not addressed the grounds stated for denial, nor has he

submitted additional relevant evidence. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed.

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



