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

The director denied the application because the applicant had failed to establish that he satisfied the “basic
citizenship skills” required under section 1104(c)(2)(E) of the LIFE Act.

On appeal, the applicant does not address the basis for the denial of his application or provide any
evidence to overcome the director’s findings. The applicant indicates that a brief and/or evidence would
be submitted to the AAO within 30 days. However, more than two years later, no additional
correspondence has been presented.

It is noted that the applicant indicated that he did not receive the Notice of Intent to Deny dated June 10,
2005. The record reflects that the notice was sent to the applicant and to counsel at their addresses of
record and they were not returned by the post office as undeliverable or unclaimed. The applicant’s
alleged failure to receive said notice was not due to Service error as the notice was properly served on the
applicant by sending it to his address of record in compliance with 8§ C.F.R. § 103.5a(a)(1).

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. The applicant has failed to address the reasons
stated for denial and has not provided any additional evidence on appeal. The appeal must therefore be
summarily dismissed.

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



