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

FILE: 

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

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: 

SELF-REPRESENTED 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Enclosed please find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case . This is a non
precedent decision. The AAO does not announce new constructions of law nor establish agency policy 
through non-precedent decisions. 

Tha 

Ron Rosenberg 
Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 
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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status pursuant to the terms of the 
settlement agreements reached in Catholic Social Services, Inc., et al., v. Ridge, et al., CIV. NO. 
S-86-1343-LKK (E.D. Cal) January 23, 2004, and Felicity Mary Newman, et al., v. United States 
Immigration and Citizenship Services, et al., CIV. NO. 87-4757-WDK (C.D. Cal) February 17, 
2004 (CSS/Newman Settlement Agreements), was denied by the Director, New York. That 
decision is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be 
dismissed. 

The director denied the application based on the finding that the applicant did not appear for a 
scheduled interview on November 3, 2005 and therefore determined that the applicant abandoned 
the application pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(13). In a notice dated January 29, 2014, the AAO 
withdrew the director ' s decision, finding that the director erroneously denied the application based 
on abandonment, and informed the applicant of the AAO's intent to dismiss the appeal. The AAO 
informed the applicant that the record contained inconsistent evidence regarding the applicant's date 
of arrival to the United States, pointing out that the applicant' s Form I-687 indicates that the 
applicant claimed November 1980 as the month and year of her arrival, while in a January 5, 2005 
affidavit the applicant claimed to have entered the United States on October 16, 1981 with a 
visitor's visa. The AAO listed a number of different documents that the applicant could provide to 
resolve the inconsistency and allowed the applicant an opportunity to submit additional evidence. 

In response, the applicant provides a statement dated February 17, 2014, stating that she does not 
have any evidence to support her claim of continued residence during the qualifying time period. 
The applicant makes general references to previously submitted affidavits, claiming that the 
assertions made therein were bona fide attestations that were made under oath. The applicant 
further claims that she is eligible for the immigration benefit sought herein, but provides no 
evidence to address the issues depicted in the AAO letter from January 29, 2014.' 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal 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 additional evidence. Nor has she 
specifically addressed the basis for denial. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

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


