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with a fee of $630. Please be aware that 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(I)(i) requires that any motion must be filed 
within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or reopen. 
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DISCUSSION: The Field Office Director, Phoenix, Arizona, denied the Application for Permission 
to Reapply for Admission into the United States after Deportation or Removal (Form 1-212) and it is 
now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily 
dismissed. 

The record reflects that, on January 29, 2010, the field office director found that the applicant was 
inadmissible pursuant to section 212(a)(9)(C)(i)(II) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the 
Act), 8 U.S.c. § 1182(a)(9)(C)(i)(II), for illegally reentering the United States after having been 
removed. The field office director determined that the applicant was not eligible to apply for 
permission to reapply for admission because she had not remained outside the United States for the 
required ten years. The field office director denied the Form 1-212 accordingly. See Field Office 
Director's Decision. dated January 29, 2010. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1 )(v) states, in pertinent part: 

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, on March 2, 2010, the applicant's husband filed a Notice of Appeal (Form 1-
290B). In support of the appeal, the applicant's husband submits statements from himself and other 
members of the applicant's family, and copies of related financial, school, medical, and identity 
documentation. 

On the Form 1-290B and in his supporting statement, the applicant's husband contends that the 
appeal is based on the extreme hardship that the applicant's family members will suffer as a result of 
the denial of the 1-212 waiver application. The field office director found the applicant ineligible to 
apply for permission to reapply for admission.! The applicant's husband failed to identify either on 
the 1-290B or through submission of a brief or evidence any erroneous conclusion of law or 
statement of fact made by the field office director. Thus the applicant's appeal will be summarily 
dismissed pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(I)(v). 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 

I See Matter of Torres-Garcia, 23 I&N Dec. 866 (BIA 2006); Matter of Briones, 24 I&N Dec. 355 (BIA 
2007); Gonzales v. DHS (Gonzales 11),508 F.3d 1227 (9" Cir. 2007), and Matter of Diaz and Lopez, 25 I&N 
Dec. 188 (BIA 2010). 


