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This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. The file has been returned to the
office that originally decided your case. If your appeal was sustained, or if your case was remanded for
further action, you will be contacted. If your appeal was dismissed, you no longer have a case pending
before this office, and you are not entitled to file a motion to reopen or reconsider your case. .
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DISCUSSION: The application for Temporary Resident Status pursuant to the terms of the settlement
agreements reached in Catholic SocialServices, Inc., et aI., v. Ridge, et al., CIV. NO: S-86-1343-LKK
(E.D. Cal) January 23, 2004, and Felicity Mary Newman, et al., v. United States Immigration and
Citizenship Services, et aI., CIV. NO. 87-4757-WOK rc.o. Cal) February 17, 2004 (CSSlNewman
Settlement Agreements), was denied by the District Director, New York. The decision is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The applicant submitted a Form' 1-687, Application for Status as a Temporary Resident Under Section
245A of the Immigration and Nationality Act (Act), and a Form 1-687 Supplement, CSSlNewman Class
Membership Worksheet, on September 13, 2004. The director determined that the applicant had not
established by a preponderance of the evidence that he had continuously resided in the United States in an
unlawful status for the duration of the requisite period . The director observed that the applicant had not
provided any contemporaneous evidence of residence in the United States relating to the 1981-88 period,
and had submitted attestations from only one person concerning that period, which were found to be too
vague to be given more than limited probative value. The director denied the application as the applicant
had not met his burden of proof and was, therefore , not eligible to adjust to Temporary Resident Status
pursuant to the terms of the CSSlNewman Settlement Agreements.

On appeal , the applicant submits the following statement on Form 1-694, Notice of Appeal of Decision
under Section 210 or 245A of the INA:

For sure, what I'm saying is the [truth]. My principal witness is gave me all
proof he has. I want to state that it was a long period or a long time ago and I lost the other
elements which could help me to convince you. .

The applicant indicated that he would submit a brief within 30 days of submitting the Form 1-694 on
August 28, 2006. As of this date, no brief or additional evidence has been submitted in support of the
appeal and the record will be considered complete .

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. Regulations at 8 C.F.R. § l03 .3(a)(l)(v) state, in pertinent
part:

An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any appeal when the party
concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact
for the appeal.

Upon review, theAAO concurs with the director's decision and affirms the denial of the application. A
. review of the decision reveals the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of the application.
The applicant's general objections to the denial of the petition , without specifically identifying any errors
on the part of the director, are simply insufficient to overcome the well-founded determination the
director reached based on the minimal evidence submitted by the applicant. The applicant has not
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presented additional evidence or otherwise addressed the grounds for denial. The appeal must therefore be
summarily dismissed.

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


