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DISCUSSION: The Form 1-212, Application for Permission to Reapply for Admission into the United States 
after Deportation or Removal, was denied by the Director, Nebraska Service Center, and is now before the 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed. 

The applicant is a native and citizen of Mexico who on December 16, 1990, was apprehended by the Border 
Patrol. On December 17, 1990, the applicant was served an Order to Show Cause for a hearing before an 
Immigration Judge and she was released on a $1,000 bond. On May 26, 1992, the applicant failed to appear 
for a deportation hearing and she was subsequently ordered deported in absentia by an Immigration Judge 
pursuant to section 241(a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act). The applicant failed to 
surrender for removal or depart from the United States and a Warrant of Deportation'was issued on May 28, 
1992. The applicant is inadmissible pursuant section 212(a)(9)(A)(ii) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. !j 1182(a)(9)(A)(ii) 
and seeks permission to reapply for admission into the United States under section 212(a)(9)(A)(iii) of the 
Act, 8 U.S.C. 1 182(a)(9)(A)(iii) in order to remain in the United States and reside with her Lawful Permanent 
Resident (LPR) spouse and U.S. citizen children. 

The Director determined that the unfavorable factors in the applicant's case outweighed the favorable factors 
and denied the applicant's Application for Permission to Reapply for Admission After Removal (Form 1-212) 
accordingly. See Director's decision dated March 18,2004. 

Section 212(a)(9). Aliens previously removed.- 

(A) Certain alien previously removed.- 

(ii) Other aliens.- Any alien not described in clause (i) who- 

(I) has been ordered removed under section 240 or any other provision 
of law, or 

(11) departed the United States while an order of removal was 
outstanding, and seeks admission within 10 years of the date of 
such alien's departure or removal (or within 20 years of such date 
in the case of a second or subsequent removal or at any time in the 
case of an aliens convicted of an aggravated felony) is 
inadmissible. 

(iii) Exception. - Clauses (i) and (ii) shall not apply to an alien seeking admission 
within a period if, prior to the date of the aliens' reembarkation at a place outside the 
United States or attempt to be admitted from foreign continuous territory, the 
Attorney General has consented to the alien's reapplying for admission. 

A review of the 1996 WIRA amendments to the Act and prior statutes and case law regarding permission to 
reapply for admission, reflects that Congress has (1) increased the bar to admissibility and the waiting period 
from 5 to 10 years in most instances and to 20 years for others, (2) has added a bar to admissibility for aliens 
who are unlawfully present in the United States, and (3) has imposed a permanent bar to admission for aliens 
who have been ordered removed and who subsequently enter or attempt to enter the United States without 
being lawfully admitted. It is concluded that Congress has placed a high priority on reducing and/or stopping 



aliens fiom overstaying their authorized period of stay andor fiom being present in the United States without 
a lawful admission or parole. 

On appeal, filed on April 16, 2004, the applicant states that she will be submitting a brief to the AAO within 
60 days, after she consults with an attorney. To date, more than seven months later, no documentation has 
been received by the AAO. Additionally in the Notice of Appeal to the AAO (Form I-290B) the applicant 
fails to address the grounds of denial or state any reason for the appeal. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 4 103.3(a)(l) 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.. . . 

In the instant case the applicant has failed to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for 
the appeal and therefore it will be summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


