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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status pursuant to the terms of the 
settlement agreements reached in Catholic Social Services, Inc., et al., 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 al., CIV. NO. 87-4757-WDK (C.D. Cal) February 17, 
2004 (CSS/Newman Settlement Agreements), was denied by the Director, Washington District 
Office. The decision is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal 
will be dismissed. 

The director denied the application because the applicant did not establish that she continuously 
resided in the United States for the duration of the requisite period. In so finding, the director noted 
that after the applicant was interviewed and the submitted evidence was examined, (a notarized 
statement dated August 10,2005, f r o m  who states that he has known the applicant for 
over 25 years and that she resides in Alexandria, Virginia), it was determined that she had not 
demonstrated eligibility for the benefit sought. The director also noted that the applicant had not 
provided additional evidence to support her application in response to her Notice of Intent to Deny 
dated September 15,2005. 

The body of the applicant's Form 1-694, Notice of Appeal of Decision Under Section 210 or 245A, 
reads as follows: 

When I went to the interview, I had all the necessary papers required. The 
interviewing officer then indicated that she needed more proof that I was in the 
United States in 1982. I had told her that I did not have any documentation and 
therefore could not produce it at the time. I had a notarized letter from my brother- 
in-law, that served as an affidavit stating that I was in the United States at the time 
but she gave me a letter stating that more documentation is needed but I could not 
obtain any. 

The reason I did not reply to the letter is because I do not have any documentation 
for that period of time. On the other hand, my sister, who is a Naturalized United 
States Citizen, has filed for permanent residency on my behalf and I did not want to 
send in another request. I hope this is sufficient to grant me temporary residency. I 
also have a son here almost twelve years ago who needs and depends on me. I 
understand he cannot file anything for me until he is eighteen years old. Please 
consider my appeal for approval. 

The applicant failed to any further evidence of continuous residence on appeal. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. $ 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal that fails to state the reason for appeal, or is 
patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed. 
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A review of the decision reveals that the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for the denial 
of the application. On appeal, the applicant has not presented additional evidence to overcome the 
director's determination. The appeal is deemed frivolous and is summarily dismissed. 

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


