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DISCUSSION: The termination of temporary resident status by the Director, Los Angeles, California,
is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The director terminated the applicant’s status because the applicant had not demonstrated that she had
continuously resided in the United States in an unlawful status since before January 1, 1982 through
May 4, 1988. The director noted the applicant did not respond to a notice of intent to terminate
(NOIT). The director NOIT the director noted that the evidence the applicant had provided
conflicted with the applicant’s testimony; that the applicant had testified at an interview on April 8,
2003 in connection with her Form I-485 LIFE application that she first entered the United States in
1990; and, that the applicant’s birth certificate shows a registration date of September 9, 1983, and
that she had testified at her interview on December 27, 2007 that she was with her father at the
registration. It is noted that on her Form [-687 application, the applicant does not indicate an
absence from the United States since her claimed entry in November 1981, until May 1988. The
director determined, therefore, that the applicant had failed to establish the requisite continuous
residence.

On appeal, counsel for the applicant asserts that the applicant did not receive the NOIT, and therefore,
the applicant should be afforded another opportunity to address the issues raised in the NOIT. It is
noted, however, that the director mailed both the NOIT, and the Notice of Decision, to the
applicant’s address of record (which is the applicant’s current address), at ||| GGG

‘ However, although the applicant claims that she did not receive the NOIT, it
was not returned as unclaimed. The record is, therefore, considered complete, and the AAO will
review the record as constituted.

As stated in 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(3)(iv), any appeal which is filed that fails to state the reason for appeal,
or is patently frivolous, will be summarily dismissed.

A review of the decision reveals the director accurately set forth a legitimate basis for the decision. On

appeal, counsel has not presented additional evidence to overcome the basis for termination. The appeal
must therefore be summarily dismissed.

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



