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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status under Section 245A of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (Act) was initially approved. Subsequently, the Director of the 
Houston Field Office terminated the applicant's temporary resident status. The decision to terminate 
is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The director terminated the applicant's temporary resident status, fmding she was ineligible because her 
application for adjustment from temporary to permanent resident status had been denied. 

The director denied the application for adjustment from temporary to permanent resident status, finding 
the applicant had failed to establish that she satisfied the English and civics requirement. See 8 C.F.R. § 
245a.3. 

On appeal, counsel for the applicant requested a copy of the record of proceedings. The request was 
processed on August 22, 2012 Counsel submitted a brief and an affidavit of the 
applicant on appeal. 

Upon review of the record of proceedings, the AAO finds evidence that the applicant passed the written 
English and civics tests on March 30, 2011. The director determined and the record shows that the 
applicant failed the oral English test because she could not be placed under oath. The regulation at 8 
C.F.R. § 245a.3(b)(4)(iii) states that speaking and understanding English during the course of the 
interview for permanent resident status is one way to meet the English requirements of the Act. The 
applicant was given an opportunity at two interviews to demonstrate her English speaking skills, but 
failed to do so. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


