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DISCUSSION: The application for Permanent Resident Status under the Legal Immigration
Family Equity (LIFE) Act was denied by the Director, Los Angeles District Office, and that
decision is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be
dismissed.

An applicant for permanent resident status must establish entry into the United States before
January 1, 1982 and continuous residence in the United States in an unlawful status since such
date and through May 4, 1988. 8 C.F.R. § 245a.ll(b). The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 245a.12(e)
state that applicants for adjustment of status to that of a Legal Permanent Resident under this
section bear the burden of establishing that they have resided continuously in the United States
for the duration of the requisite period by a preponderance of the evidence. The regulation at 8
C.F.R. § 245a.13(f) states in pertinent part that to meet this burden of proof, an applicant must
provide evidence of eligibility apart from his or her own testimony.

The director concluded the applicant had not established that he had maintained continuous
residence in the United States for the requisite period as the applicant did not submit any
documentation in support of his claim of having maintained continuous residence in the United
States with his Form 1-485. The director did note five (5) documents submitted by the applicant
as evidence of his residence in 1989 with his previously submitted Form 1-687. The director
found that evidence in the record contained inconsistencies regarding the applicant's address of
residence during the requisite period. The director also noted that though documents in the
record indicated that the applicant had used an alias, the applicant claimed that he had never
done so at the time of his interview with a Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) officer.
As there were material inconsistencies in the record that indicated that the applicant may not
have accurately represented his employment and his addresses of residence during the requisite
period, the director found that the applicant had not met his burden of establishing by a
preponderance of the evidence that he resided in the United States for the duration of the
requisite period. The director granted the applicant thirty (30) days within which to submit
additional evidence in support of his application. As the applicant failed to submit additional
evidence in support of his application, he did not overcome the director's reasons for denial as
stated in her NOID and she denied the application.

On appeal, the applicant submits a Form 1-290B on which he states that the interpreter he had
wanted to use during his interview was not available and therefore he was forced to use a minor
to assist with interpretation. He believes this may have lead to misinterpretations during his
interview. He also asserts that he was the victim of fraud when he completed his Form 1-687.
He does not submit any additional evidence for consideration with his Form 1-290B.

Therefore, the applicant has continued to fail to submit any evidence in support of his claim to
have resided in the United States for the duration of the requisite period other than that which he
submitted in 1989 with his Form 1-687, which he has asserted was submitted by someone who
was perpetrating fraud against immigrants. If this evidence from the preparer of the Form 1-687
is to be disregarded, then, regardless of the testimony he provided at the time of his interview,
the applicant has not met his burden pursuant to the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 245a.13(f). If this
evidence is to be considered, it is not consistent and therefore the applicant has not met his
burden pursuant to the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 245a.12(e).
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As stated in 8 C.F.R. § l03.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal which is filed that fails to state the reason for
appeal, or is patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed. The applicant has failed to address
the reasons stated for denial and has not provided any additional evidence on appeal. The appeal
must therefore be summarily dismissed.

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


