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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status was denied by the Director, Los Angeles
District Office, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will
be dismissed.

The director denied the application because she found the applicant failed to meet her burden of proof
by a preponderance of the evidence that she resided in the United States for the requisite periods.
Specifically, the applicant stated under oath both orally and in writing that she left the United States in
1984 and returned in 1987.

According to 8 C.F.R. § 245a.2(h)(l), an applicant for temporary resident status shall be regarded as
having resided continuously in the United States if, at the time of filing of the application, no single
absence from the United States has exceeded 45 days, and the aggregate of all absences has not
exceeded 180 days between January 1, 1982 through the date the application for temporary resident
status is filed, unless the applicant can establish that due to emergent reasons, his or her return to the
United States could not be accomplished within the time period allowed.

On appeal, the applicant restated the residence and presence requirements for temporary resident status,
stated that her parents were turned away from applying for legalization in 1988, and stated that she
returned to her home country with her parents from 1985 to 1987. The applicant admitted on appeal
that her absence from the United States exceeded 45 days and failed to establish emergent reasons that
her return could not be accomplished within the time period allowed. As a result, the applicant
confirmed that she did not reside continuously in the United States and, therefore , fails to meet the
requirements for temporary resident status. The applicant provided no additional evidence or
explanation to overcome the reasons for denial ofher application.

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 she addressed the
grounds stated for denial. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. This decision constitutes a fmal notice ofineligibility.


