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DISCUSSION: The application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family
Equity (LIFE) Act was denied by the District Director, Los Angeles, California, and is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The director denied the application because the-applicant had not demonstrated that he had continuously
resided In the United States inan unlawful status since before January 1, 1982 through May 4, 1988.
Section l104(c)(2)(B) of the LIFE Act; 8 C.F.R. § 245a.ll(b).

On appeal, the applicant states he has provided sufficient evidence to establish by a preponderance of the
evidence that he was physically present in the United States prior to January 1, 1982. On 'appeal, the
applicant submits a letter from the Capistrano Adult School, indicating that he was 'enrolled in the
school's English as a Second Language program from 1984 to 1986.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.J(a)(l)(v) states , in pertinent part:

An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any appeal when the
. party concerned fails to identify specifically any 'erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact for the appeal. ,

The applicant has failed to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact in this
proceeding; therefore, the appeal must be summarily dismissed.

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


