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DISCUSSION: The applicant filed an Application for Status as a Temporary Resident under 
Section 245A of the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA) pursuant to the terms of the Northwest 
Immigrant Rights Project Settlement agreements (NWIRP) on February 24, 2009. The director 
denied the application noting that the applicant failed to establish both his class membership and his 
continuous residence in the United States for the relevant period. The applicant filed a timely appeal 
which is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). The appeal will be dismissed. 

The director noted that the applicant failed to respond to a Notice of Intent to Deny (NOlO) issued on 
December 28, 2009. In the NOlO, the director noted that the applicant had not established by a 
preponderance of the evidence that he had continuously resided in the United States in an unlawful 
status for the duration of the requisite period. The director also noted that the applicant failed to 
demonstrate that he was present in the United States in a lawful nonimmigrant status prior to January 
I, 1982 or that he was otherwise in an unlawful status which was known to the govermnent as of 
January I, 1982. Thus, the director denied the application. 

On appeal, the applicant asserts that he was ill and could not attend his interview with United States 
Citizenship & Immigration Services (USCIS). He fails to address the issues in the NOlO, 
specifically, whether he entered the United States prior to January I, 1982 in valid nonimmigrant 
status. 

The AAO conducts appellate review on a de novo basis. See Sollane v. DOJ, 381 F.3d 143, 145 (3d 
Cir. 2004). 

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 presented additional evidence. Nor has he addressed the 
grounds stated for denial. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

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


