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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status was denied by the Director, Boston, and 
is now before the Administrative Appeals Office 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, through counsel states that he submitted sufficient proof of his eligibility for 
the benefit sought. Counsel states that the affidavits and lease submitted support the applicant's claim.' 
Counsel also states that the applicant was unable to present additional evidence because such documents 
are no longer in his possession. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. 4 103.3(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. 5 
103.3(a)(3)(iv). 

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

' The AAO has reviewed the two affidavits and lease in the record of proceeding and agrees with the 
director that the evidence submitted does not provide sufficient evidence to overcome the burden of 
proof necessary to establish her eligibility for the benefit sought. The affiants have indicated that 
they live in Malaysia. Although the affiants state that they know that the applicant left Malaysia for 
the United States in 198 1, the affiants do not have personal knowledge of the applicant's presence in 
the United States during the requisite time period. Given these deficiencies, these affidavits have 
minimal probative value in supporting the applicant's claims that she entered the United States prior 
to January 1, 1982 and resided in the United States for the entire requisite period. The lease in the 
record of proceeding, dated May 25, 198 1, is for a lease term from June 198 1 to May 1983. There is 
no other evidence in the record of proceeding indicating that the applicant was present in the United 
States from June 1, 1983 to May 4, 1988. 


