
i m t a g  drPil deleted to 
prevmt clearly unwarranted 
invasion of peyconal privacy 

PUBLIC COPY 

FILE: 

IN RE: Applicant: 

Office: LOS ANGELES 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
Office ofAdministrative Appeals MS 2090 
Washington, DC 20529-2090 

U. S. Citizenship 
and Immigration 
Services 

Date: OCT 0 5 2009 

APPLICATION: Application for Status as a Temporary Resident pursuant to Section 245A of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, as amended, 8 U.S.C. 5 1255a 

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: 

SELF-REPRESENTED 

INSTRUCTIONS : 

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. If your appeal was dismissed or 
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. If your 
appeal was sustained or remanded for further action, you will be contacted. 

Perry Rhew 
Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 





Page 3 

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 fiivolous, will be summarily dismissed. 

A review of the decision reveals the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of the 
application. On appeal, the applicant has not presented additional evidence. Nor has he addressed the 
grounds stated for denial. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

Furthermore, the AAO maintains plenary power to review each appeal on a de novo basis. 5 U.S.C. 
5 557(b) ("On appeal from or review of the initial decision, the agency has all the powers which it 
would have in making the initial decision except as it may limit the issues on notice or by rule."); see 
also, Janka v. US. Dept. of Transp., NTSB, 925 F.2d 1147, 1149 (9th Cir. 1991). The AAO's de 
novo authority has been long recognized by the federal courts. See, e.g. Dor v. INS, 891 F.2d 997, 
1002 n. 9 (2d Cir. 1989). 

Following de novo review, the AAO notes that on August 7, 2005, the applicant was served with an 
1-860 Notice and Order of Expedited Removal, and removed from the United States for attempting 
to enter the United States by concealing himself in the trunk of a vehicle. He is inadmissible 
pursuant to 212(a)(7)(a)(I)(i) of the Act. 

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


