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DISCUSSION: The Application for a Waiver of Inadmissibility was denied by the District Director, San
Antonio, TX and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be
dismissed.

The applicant was found to be inadmissible to the United States pursuant to section 212(a)(6)(E) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (“the Act”), § U.S.C. § 1182(a)(2)}(A)(1)(1), as an alien who has assisted
other individuals in illegally entering the United States.

The district director concluded that the applicant did not qualify for a waiver of inadmissibility under section
212(d)(11) of the Act or under section 212(a)(6)(E) of the Act. He asserts that the individuals the applicant
assisted in illegally entering the United States did not solely consist of his spouse, parent, son, or daughter and
the applicant had never been an alien legally admitted for lawful permanent residence. The application was
denied accordingly. Decision of the District Director, dated June 9, 2004.

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(v) states in pertinent part:

(v) Summary dismissal. An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any
appeal when the party concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact for the appeal.

The record reflects that the applicant’s mother submitted a notice of appeal to the District Director on July 13,
2004. In the notice she states that she is a naturalized U.S. citizen and all of her children are in the United
States with her except the applicant. She also states that she would like the applicant’s waiver to be granted so
he can apply for a tourist visa. The applicant submitted no other evidence or information on appeal. The
applicant’s notice of appeal will therefore be dismissed pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(v).

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



