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\<; ' U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
U.S .. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) 
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W. MS 2090 
Washington, DC 20529-2090 

u.s. Citizenship 
and Immigration 
Services 

· Date: 
APR 0 8 2013 

Office: NEW ARK FILE: 

IN RE: Applicant 

APPLICATION: Application for Status as a Permanent Resident pursuant to Section 1104 -of the 
Legal Immigration Family Equity (LIFE) Act of2000, Pub. L 106-553, 114 Stat. 

· 2762 (2000), amended by Life Act Amendments, Pub. L. 106-554, 114 Stal. 2763 
(2000). 

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: · 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Enclosed please find the decision of thE Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All of the 
docu~ents related to this matter have been returned to the office that originally decided your case. Please 
be advised that any further inquiry that you might have concerning your case must be made to that office . 

. If you believe the AAO inappropriately applied the law in reaching its decision, or you have additional 
information that you wish to have considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen 
in accordance with the instructions on Form I-290B~ Notice of Appeal or. Motion, with a fee of $630. The 
specific requirements for filing such a motion can .be found at 8 C.F.R. § 103.5. Do not file any motion 
directly with the AAO. Please be aware that 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(l)(i) requires any motion to he filed 
within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider1or reopen. . 

·~~,-·--
' · Ron R~senberg 

Acting Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 

www.uscis.gov 
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DISCUSSION: The Director, Newark office, denied the application for permanent resident 
status under the Legal Immigration Family Equity (LIFE). The .matter is now before the · 
Administrative Appe~ls Office (AAO) on appeal. The AAO will su~arily dismiss the appeaL 

. . 
The director denied the application, for reasons set forth in a notice of intent to deny (NOID) the 
application, finding that the applicant had not established by a preponderance of the evidence 
that he entered the United .States before January 1, 1982, and resided in a continuous unlawful 
status through May 4, 1988. 

On appeal, counsel for the applicant asserts that- counsel did not receive the NOlO. The record 
reflects that the NOlO was mailed to the applicant at his address of record, and to counsel of 
record. The evidence of record does not reflect that the NOlO was .returned by the postal 
service. The AAO notes that counsel has not asserted that the applicant did not receive the. 
NOlO. The AAO finds that the director issued the NOlO as required, and declines to reissue the 
NOlO. 

On. appeal, the applicant submits an additional affidavit from _ attested to by 
counsel in April 2012. The AAO notes the updated affidavit is almost identical to an affidavit 
from the witness attested to on September 4, 2006, which has previously been submitted. into the 
record. 

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 ac_curately set forth a legitimate basis for denial of the 
application. On appeal, the applicant has not addressed the grounds stated for denial, nor has -he 
presented further evidence relevant to the grounds for denial or the stated reason for appeal. . The 
appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

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


