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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, California. An appeal from that 
decision was rejected by the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). The matter is now before the 
AAO on a motion to reopen. The motion will be rejected. 

The applicant filed a Form 1-485, Application to Register Permanent Resident or Adjust Status, 
under Section 10 February 2 1, 2002. On February 16, 2005, the director denied the application 
because the applicant had not demonstrated that he had continuously resided in the United States in 
an unlawful status from before January 1, 1982, through May 4, 1988. Section 1 104(c)(2)(B) of the 
LIFE Act and 8 C.F.R. 5 245a.l l(b). 

The applicant filed an appeal from the director's decision on March 21, 2005. The appeal was 
rejected by the AAO on May 9, 2007, as improperly filed because it was not signed by the applicant 
or anyone authorized to act on his behalf in accordance with 8 C.F.R. 5 103.2(a)(3). 

On June 6, 2008, counsel for the applicant filed a "Motion to Reopen Pursuant to 8 C.F.R. 
5 103.5(a)(l)(i).' However, 8 C.F.R. 5 103.5(a) specifically excludes legalization applicants from 
filing motions to reopen or reconsider under that section. There are no provisions for legalization 
applicants to file motions to reopen or reconsider under Section 1104 of the LIFE Act and 8 C.F.R. 
5 245a. See 8 C.F.R. 5 245a(q). Therefore, the motion must be rejected. 

As always in these proceedings, the burden of proof rests solely with the applicant. Section 
245a.2(d)(5) of the Act. 

ORDER: The motion is rejected. 


