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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status was denied by the Director, California Service
Center. The matter subsequently came before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal and was
remanded pending further litigation ofProyecto San Pablo v. Immigration and Naturalization Service, 784
F. Supp. 738 (D. Ariz. 1991). The matter is back before the AAO on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The director determined that the applicant was deported on March 4, 1982. Accordingly, the director
concluded that the applicant is ineligible to adjust his status to that of a temporary resident because his
continuous residence was interrupted by an absence, which resulted from an order of deportation after
January 1, 1982.

On appeal, counsel disputes the director's finding and asserts that the applicant is eligible for the benefit
sought. The record shows that Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) complied with the applicant's
Freedom of Information Act request on June 2, 1999. However, to date, neither counsel nor the applicant has
provided evidence or information to overcome the ground cited in the director's denial dated March 11, 1999.

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 presented additional evidence. Nor has he addressed the
grounds stated for denial. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed.

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


