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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, Salt Lake City, and is now before the 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The director denied the application because the applicant failed to demonstrate that he resided in the 
United States in a continuous, unlawful status from before January 1, 1982, through May 4, 1988, as 
required by section 1104(c)(2)(B) of the LIFE Act. The director also denied the application because 
the applicant had failed to establish that he satisfied the "basic citizenship skills" required under section 
1 104(c)(2)(E) of the LIFE Act. 

On appeal, the applicant asserts that he provided documentation, including "letters of employment 
and references prior to 1982, and was not asked questions about the U.S. history." He provides 
previously submitted evidence. 

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 addressed the grounds stated for denial relevant to 
his claim of continuous residence in the United States during the statutory period. Specifically, he 
failed to address his own admission of an entry date after January 1, 1982, and accounting for his 
absences from the United States related to his marriage in Mexico on January 9, 1982, and the birth 
of his children in Mexico in 1983 and 1984. Nor has he presented any new evidence relevant to his 
claim of continuous residence. These discrepancies have not been reconciled by any independent, 
objective evidence. The discrepancies seriously detract from the credibility of the applicant's claim 
of continuous residence in the United States during the requisite period. 

Given the inconsistencies noted in the record, it is concluded that the applicant has failed to establish by 
a preponderance of the evidence that he entered the United States before January 1, 1982 and 
maintained continuous, unlawful residence from such date through May 4, 1988, as required for 
eligibility for adjustment to permanent resident status under section 1104(c)(2)(B)(i) of the LIFE Act. 
The AAO affirms this portion of the director's decision. 

Pursuant to 8 C.F.R. 5 245a.l7(b), the applicant was given two opportunities to be interviewed in 
connection with his LIFE Act application, on June 16, 2004, and again on January 25, 2005. The 
record indicates that the applicant failed to pass the basic citizenship skills test at the first interview 
and failed to appear for his second interview. However, the record does not contain notes fi-om the 
first interview. The AAO cannot determine whether or not the applicant was asked questions 
regarding civics and history of the United States. Accordingly, the AAO will withdraw this portion 
of the director's decision. 

Notwithstanding the above, the AAO concludes that the applicant has failed to demonstrate that he 
resided in the United States in a continuous, unlawful status from before January 1, 1982, through 
May 4, 1988, as required by section 1104(c)(2)(B) of the LIFE Act. The applicant is, therefore, 
ineligible for permanent resident status under section 1 104 of the LIFE Act. 
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ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. This decision constitutes a final notice of ineligibility. 


