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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status pursuant to Section 245A of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, as amended by the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986, 
8 U.S.C. 1255a, was denied by the Director, Western Service Center. The decision is now before the 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The director denied the application because the applicant had not demonstrated that he had 
continuously resided in the United States in an unlawful status since before January 1, 1982 through 
May 4, 1988. The director stated that the applicant did not provide sufficient evidence to overcome 
the burden of proof necessary to establish his eligibility for the benefit sought. 

On appeal, the applicant requested that the decision be reconsidered and waived the right to submit 
additional evidence. The applicant also claims that the person who filed his Form 1-687 made a mistake 
in filling out the form and he did not review the form before filing. 

There is no evidence in the record of proceeding that the applicant was represented by a licensed 
attorney when filing the Form 1-687. There is no remedy available for an applicant who assumes the 
risk of authorizing an unlicensed attorney or unaccredited representative to undertake representations 
on his behalf. See 8 C.F.R. fj 292.1. The AAO only considers complaints based upon ineffective 
assistance against accredited representatives. CJ: Matter of Lozada, 19 I&N Dec. 637 (BIA 1988), 
a f d ,  857 F.2d 10 (1st Cir. 1988)(requiring an appellant to meet certain criteria when filing an appeal 
based on ineffective assistance of counsel). 

The AAO notes that there is evidence in the record of proceeding that the applicant was arrested on 
three separate occasions: on October 6, 1988, the applicant was arrested and charged with possession of 
a narcotic controlled substance; on September 4,2004, the applicant was arrested and charged with DUI 
alcohoVdrugs; and on October 22, 2004, the applicant was arrested and charged with DUI alcohoV0.08 
percent. The record of proceeding contains no disposition for these charges. An alien who has been 
convicted of a felony or of three or more misdemeanors committed in the United States is ineligible 
for adjustment to Lawful Permanent Resident status. 8 C.F.R. fj 245a. 18(a)(l). 

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. 

A review of the decision reveals that the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of the 
application. On appeal, the applicant has not presented any new evidence of his entry into the United 
States or his continuous residence during the requisite period. The applicant fails to specify how the 
director made any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact in denying the application. Nor has 
he specifically addressed the basis for denial. As the applicant presents no additional evidence relevant 
to the grounds for denial, the appeal will be summarily dismissed in accordance with 8 C.F.R. fj 
103.3(a)(3)(iv). 

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


