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rejected, all documents have been returned to the National Benefits Center. 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 was denied by the director of the 
Los Angeles office, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The 
decision will be withdrawn and the appeal will be rejected as moot. 

The applicant submitted a Form 1-687, Application for Status as a Temporary Resident under 
Section 245A of the Immigration and Nationality Act (Act), as amended. The record reflects that 
on April 17, 1989, the director approved the application for temporary resident status.' However, 
on June 15, 2007 the director denied the applicant's temporary resident status, finding that the 
applicant was ineligible for adjustment to temporary resident status because the applicant had not 
established by a preponderance of the evidence that she had continuously resided in the United 
States in an unlawful status for the duration of the requisite time period. 

On appeal, counsel asserts that the evidence previously submitted by the applicant establishes by a 
preponderance of the evidence that she continuously resided in the United States in an unlawful 
status for the duration of the requisite time period. The applicant does not submit any additional 
evidence on appeal. 

The director had previously approved applicant for temporary residence. Therefore, the director 
was without authority to issue the notice of decision denying the applicant's temporary residence. 
The director's notice of decision to deny the 1-687 application is in error and is hereby 
withdrawn. The applicant's appeal must be rejected as moot, despite the fact that the director 
stated an appeal could be filed. 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected as moot. 

' The applicant's temporary residence was subsequently terminated. The applicant filed an appeal of the termination 
of her permanent residence. The AAO dismissed the applicant's appeal. 


