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DISCUSSION: The application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family 
Equity (LIFE) Act was denied by the director, New York, and is now before the Administrative 
Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The director denied the application based on the determination that the applicant was ineligible to adjust to 
permanent resident status under the provisions of the LIFE Act because the applicant had not established 
by a preponderance of the evidence that he had continuously resided in the United States in an unlawful 
status for the duration of the requisite period. Specifically, the director noted that the affidavits 
submitted by the applicant were not credible, probative, and independently verifiable. The director also 
observed that the applicant's passport indicated a break in the continuous presence requirement in that 
the applicant had departed and returned to the United States between August 13, 1986 and January 14, 
1987. Thus, the director denied the application, finding that the applicant had not met his burden of 
proof and was, therefore, not eligible for permanent resident status pursuant to the terms of the LIFE 
Act. Section 11 04(c)(Z)(D)(ii) of the LIFE Act. 

The applicant represents himself on appeal. He states on the Notice of Appeal (Form I-290B) that he has 
established eligibility for adjustment to permanent resident status pursuant to the terms of the LIFE Act. 
The applicant does not specifically address the director's analysis of the evidence, nor does he identify 
any error in the final decision of the district director. He also states that he never received the Notice of 
Intent to Deny (NOID) requesting additional credible evidence of residency. To date, the AAO has 
received no further statements or evidence from the applicant on appeal. Federal regulatory provisions 
governing an appeal from a decision by the director state, in pertinent part, that an appeal which is filed 
that fails to state the reason for appeal or is patently frivolous will be summarily dismissed. See 8 C.F.R. tj 
103.3(a)(3)(iv). (2007). The applicant has not identified the reasons for the appeal, and thus, the appeal is 
subject to summary dismissal. 

The applicant's assertion that he never received the NOID is suspicious. The address on the Form 1-485 
corresponds with the address listed on the Biographic Information (Form G-325A). The Notice to Appear 
for Interview before a district adjudications officer (Form G-56) dated December 18, 2003, was mailed to 
the address listed on the applicant's Fchm 1-485, and there is no evidence that the notice was returned 
marked undeliverable by the U.S. Postal Service. The record contains no notice of a change of address for 
the applicant. Therefore, the applicant's statement that he did not receive the NOID is without merit. The 
deficiencies in the evidence listed in the N O D  have not been overcome on appeal. 

A review of the decision reveals that the director correctly determined that the applicant had not 
established by a preponderance of probative, credible evidence that he entered the United States prior to 
January 1, 1982 and continuously resided here in an unlawful status for the requisite period. 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. 

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


