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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status was denied by the Director, 
California Service Center. It is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The 
appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The director denied the application because the applicant had been deported from the United States 
on March 2, 1984 and, therefore, had not continuously resided in this country from January 1, 1982, 
through May 4, 1 988. 

On appeal, the applicant asserted that to the best of his knowledge he had never been deported 
from the United States. The applicant indicated that a brief would be submitted within 30 days. 
The applicant put forth a Freedom of Information Act request, which was processed on 
September 3, 2008. However, more than seven months later, no additional correspondence has 
presented by either the applicant or counsel. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal which is filed that fails to state the reason for 
appeal, or is patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed. Without specifically identifying 
any errors on the part of the director, the applicant's assertions on appeal are insufficient to 
overcome the well-founded and logical conclusion the director reached based on the evidence 
contained in the record. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

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


