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U. S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
Office of Administrative Appeals MS 2090 
Washington, DC 20529-2090 
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FILE: Office: MEXICO CITY (CIUDAD JUAREZ) Date: 
relates) AUG 0 2 2010 

IN RE: Applicant: 

APPLICATION: Application for Waiver of Grounds of Inadmissibility under section 212(a)(9)(B)(v) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. $ 1 182(a)(9)(B)(v) 

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT: 

INSTRUCTIONS : 

Enclosed please find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All of the documents 
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. 

Thank you, 

Perry Rhew 
Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 
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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the District Director, Mexico City, Mexico, 
and a subsequent appeal was summarily dismissed by the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO). 
The AAO will sua sponte reopen the matter. The previous decision of the AAO is withdrawn. The 
appeal will be dismissed as moot. 

The applicant, a native and citizen of Mexico, was found inadmissible to the United States under 
section 212(a)(9)(B)(i)(II) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 
8 U.S.C. 5 1182(a)(9)(B)(i)(II), for having been unlawfully present in the United States for more 
than one year. The applicant, therefore, seeks a waiver of inadmissibility pursuant to section 
212(a)(9)(B)(v) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 5 1182(a)(9)(B)(v). 

The district director concluded that the applicant had failed to establish that extreme hardship would 
be imposed on a qualifying relative and denied the Application for Waiver of Ground of 
Excludability (Form 1-601) accordingly. Decision of the District Director, dated November 23, 
2007. 

A subsequent appeal was summarily dismissed by the AAO in accordance with 8 C.F.R. 
5 103.3(a)(l)(v) as counsel andlor the applicant had failed to specifically identify any erroneous 
conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal. Decision of the AAO, dated June 23,2010. 

It has now come to the attention of the AAO that shortly after counsel filed the Form I-290B, Notice of 
Appeal (Form I-290B), a brief and supporting documentation were submitted by counsel in December 
2007. Unfortunately, counsel's brief and supporting documentation were mis-filed. The documentation 
submitted by counsel in support of the appeal was discovered in July 201 0, after the AAO had issued its 
decision to summarily dismiss the appeal in June 2010. As such, the AAO's decision to summarily 
dismiss the appeal was in error. Due to this error in the filing of counsel's brief and supporting 
documentation, the AAO will sua sponte reopen the matter. 

Electronic United States Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) records indicate that, 
subsequent to filing the instant application, the applicant was admitted to the United States as an 
immigrant on or around July 15, 2010. Because the applicant is now a lawful permanent resident, 
fbrther pursuit of the matter at hand is moot. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


