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DISCUSSION: The application for permanent resident status under the Legal Immigration Family
Equity (LIFE) Act was denied by the Director, New York, 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 he resided in the United States in
a continuous unlawful status from before January 1, 1982 through May 4, 1988, as required by
section 1104(c)(2)(B) of the LIFE Act. The director denied the application on July 5, 2007, noting
that the applicant failed to respond to a notice of intent to deny (NOID). It is noted that in the April
14, 2007 NOID, the director stated that the applicant submitted affidavits that were neither credible,
nor amenable to verification, and the director granted the applicant thirty (30) days to submit
additional evidence. The director also mailed a copy of the NOID to the applicant’s attorney of
record.

On appeal, the applicant does not state a reason for the appeal and does not allege error on the part of
the director. Instead, the applicant states that he was unable to timely respond to the NOID because
he had departed the United States, for Bangladesh, on March 13, 2007, and returned to the United
States on May 20, 2007. With his appeal, the applicant does not submit any new evidence, but
provides evidence of his trip to and from Bangladesh. The applicant does not submit any new
evidence on appeal.

It is noted that the applicant stated on the Notice of Appeal to the Administrative Appeals Office
(AAO), Form 1-290B, filed July 30, 2007, that an appeal brief will be submitted within 30 days.
Counsel states that on August 1, 2007, the applicant submitted “all required documents that had been
requested for his application.” However, the record does not reflect receipt of an appeal brief, and/or
additional evidence. Therefore, the record must be considered complete.

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, the applicant 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.



