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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, New York City. It is now on appeal before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). The appeal will be dismissed.

The director denied the application on the ground that the applicant failed to establish that he resided in
the United States in a continuous unlawful status from before January 1, 1982 through May 4, 1988, as
required under section 1104(c)(2)(B)(i) of the LIFE Act.

On appeal the applicant asserts that his application is being denied on a technicality, and requests that it
be reconsidered and approved. However, the applicant failed to specifically address the director's analysis
of the evidence, and did not furnish any additional evidence.

As provided in 8 C.F.R. § l03.3(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 shows 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 he specifically
addressed the basis for denial. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. I

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

I The record reflects that the applicant was arrested by the Los Angeles Police Department on July 11, 1990, and

charged with disorderly conduct / soliciting a lewd act - a misdemeanor offense under section 647(a) of the

California Penal Code, punishable by up to one year in prison. On November 2, 1990, the applicant was convicted

of this charge in the Municipal Court of West Los Angeles. A single misdemeanor conviction does not render the

applicant ineligible for LIFE legalization under 8 C.F.R. § 245a.ll(d)(1) and 8 C.F.R. § 245a.18(a).


