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DISCUSSION; The application for temporary resident status pursuant to the terms of the 
Northwest Immigrant Rights Project (NWIRP) Settlement Agreements was denied by the 
director of the Los Angeles office. The decision is now before the Administrative Appeals 
Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The applicant submitted a Form 1-687. Application for Status as a Temporary Resident under 
Section 245A of the Immigration and Nationality Act (Act), and a Form 1-687 Supplement, 
NWIRP Class Membership Worksheet. 

The director determined, under the terms of the NWIRP Settlement Agreements, that the 
applicant had not established by a preponderance of the evidence that she entered the United 
States before January 1, 1982 and continuously resided in the United States in an unlawful status 
for the duration of the requisite time period. Therefore, the director denied the application, 
finding that the applicant was not eligible to adjust to temporary resident status pursuant to the 
terms of the NWIRP Settlement Agreements. 

The AAO notes that the decision of the director incorrectly finds that the applicant is a NWIRP 
class member, stating at page one that the record establishes that the applicant entered the United 
States as a nonimmigrant visitor on December 12, 1981, that her lawful nonimmigrant status 
expired prior to January I, 1982, and that the applicant was, therefore, in an unlawful status as of 
that date. This part of the director's decision will be withdrawn. The AAO finds that the record 
does not support this finding. Although the applicant has asserted that she entered the United 
States in December 1981 as a nonimmigrant visitor, remaining in the United States until 
December 1987, there is no documentation of this entry in the record. I In addition, there is no 
evidence in the record that the applicant fell out of lawful status in a manner known to the 
government prior to January 1, 1982. Further, there is no indication in the record that the 
applicant was required to file any quarterly address report prior to January I, 1982, as 
nonimmigrants are not required to file these reports until after 3 months presence in the United 
States. There is also no evidence in the record that the applicant moved and established a new 
address in the United States prior to January I, 1982, such that she would have been required to 
file a change of address form. For these reasons, in keeping with the terms of the NWIRP 
Settlement Agreements, the AAO finds that the record does not support the director's finding 
that the applicant is an NWIRP class member. 

In addition, the AAO notes that the decision of the director states at page one that the applicant 
has not established that she was eligible for class membership pursuant to the CSS/Newman 
Settlement Agreements. However, the director treated the applicant as a class member in 
adjudicating the Form 1-687 application on the basis of her admissibility, as well as whether the 
applicant had established her continuous residence in the United States for the requisite period. 
Therefore, this part of the director's decision will be withdrawn. 

I The applicant also testified at the time of her interview that she first entered the United States without inspection in 

November 1981, stayed in the United States for one month. traveled to Bogota, and reentered the United States with 
a visitor's visa in December 19X I. 
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On appeal, the applicant asscrts that the evidence which she applicant previously submitted 
establishes by a preponderance of the evidence that she continuously resided in the United States 
in an unlawful status for the duration of the requisite time period. The witness statements that 
the applicant submits on appeal, as well as the applicant's own statement and her letter brief, 
have previously been submitted into the record. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. § 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 the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of the 
application. On appeal, the applicant has not addressed the grounds stated for denial, nor has she 
presented any additional evidence. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

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


