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DISCUSSION: The Form 1-687 application for temporary resident status was approved in 1988, and
denied by the Director, California Service Center (CSS) on May 30, 1989. The CSS reopened the case on
motion. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeaL The appeal will be
summarily dismissed.

An applicant for temporary resident status must establish entry into the United States before January 1,
1982, and continuously residence in the United States since such date, through the date the application is
filed. Section 245A(a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1255a(a)(2).

The applicant submitted a Form 1-687, Application for Status as a Temporary Resident Under Section
245A of the Immigration and Nationality Act (Act), in 1988. The applicant was approved in 1989, and
denied by the director on June 26, 1997, after determining that the applicant had failed to report for two
previously scheduled interviews to determine her eligibility for temporary resident status. The director
also noted that the applicant had not contacted the district office since she filed her application.

The applicant appealed the director's decision on July 29, 1997. The CSS reopened the case on motion,
however, the office does not have jurisdiction to adjudicate the Form 1-694. Therefore, the CSS motion
to reopen will be withdrawn.

The applicant indicated on the Form 1-694, Notice of Appeal of Decision under Section 210 or 245A of
the Immigration and Nationality Act (Act), that she would be submitting a brief within 30 days of the
notice. The appeal is dated July 29, 1997. To date, the applicant has not filed any brief or evidence in
support of her 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 director's decision reveals that the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for
denial of the application. On appeal, the applicant has not presented any evidence to overcome the
director's decision. Nor has she specifically addressed the basis for deniaL The appeal must therefore be
summarily dismissed.

Finally, the record reflects that on October 25, 1996, the applicant was arrested by the Los Angeles,
California Police Department and subsequently charged with Felony Burglary in violation of California
Penal Code 459. On November 20, 1996, the applicant was convicted in the Los Angeles Municipal
Court of a lesser-included offense of Theft of Pe~rty (a misdemeanor) in violation of
California Penal Code section 484 (a). (Case number_ While this conviction does not render
the applicant ineligible pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 245a.11(d)(l) and 8 C.F.R. § 245a.18(a), the AAO notes
that the applicant does have a misdemeanor conviction.

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


