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

The director determined that the applicant had not established that she resided in the United States in 
a continuous unlawful status from before January 1, 1982 through May 4, 1988, as required by 
section l104(c)(2)(B) of the LIFE Act. Therefore, the director denied the application. The director 
noted that in a notice of intent to deny (NOID), the applicant was notified of deficiencies in the 
documentation of record, but failed to overcome the reasons for denial. In the NOID, the director 
also noted that the evidence submitted to establish the applicant's continuous residence was a 
letter from that the applicant had been a member since 1986. 

It is noted that counsel for the applicant stated on the Notice of Appeal to the Administrative Appeals 
Office (AAO), Form I-290B, that an appeal brief or supplementary statement will be submitted after 
receipt of a copy of the record of proceedings (ROP). The record reflects that counsel submitted a 
FOIA request which was processed on February 6, 2012. On May 7, 2012. counsel was notified that 
the record does not reflect receipt of a brief and/or additional evidence and counsel was provided the 
opportunity to resubmit evidence. However, the record does not reflect receipt of additional evidence. 
Therefore, the record must be considered complete. 

On appeal, counsel states, generally, that the applicant has submitted sufficient evidence to establish 
her eligibility for temporary resident status and that the director should consider the passage of time. 
Counsel does not submit any new evidence on appeal. 

To meet his or her burden of proof, an applicant must provide evidence of eligibility apart from the 
applicant's own testimony, and the sufficiency of all the evidence produced by the applicant will be 
judged according to its probative value and credibility. 8 C.F.R. § 245a.2(d)(6). Here, the applicant 
has failed to provide probative and credible evidence of her continuous residence in the United 
States for the duration of the requisite period. 

Any appeal that fails to state the reason for appeal, or is patently frivolous, will be summarily 
dismissed. 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(3)(iv). A review of the decision reveals that the director accurately set 
forth a legitimate basis for denial of the application. On appeal, counsel has not presented additional 
evidence and has not 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. 


