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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the District Director, Mexico City, and is 
now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed as 
moot. 

The applicant is a native and citizen of Mexico who resided in the United States from July 2001, 
when he entered without inspection, to November 2006, when he returned to Mexico. He was found 
to be inadmissible to the United States under section 212(a)(9)(B)(i)(II) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 5 
1182(a)(g)(B)(i)(II), for having been unlawfidly present in the United States for one year or more. 
The applicant is married to a U.S. Citizen and is the beneficiary of an approved Petition for Alien 
FiancC(e). He 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), in order to return to the United States and reside with his wife. 

The district director concluded that the applicant failed to establish that extreme hardship would be 
imposed on a qualifying relative and denied the application accordingly. See Decision of the District 
Director dated January 23, 2008. 

On appeal, the applicant's wife asserts that U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) 
committed error in denying the waiver application and fwther claims that she submitted evidence in 
support of the application, though USCIS states that no evidence had been submitted. See Notice of 
Appeal to the AAO (Form I-290B). She further states that she had shown she would suffer 
exceptional and extremely unusual hardship and reserved the right to raise additional arguments in a 
brief to be submitted within 30 days. Although the applicant requested 30 days in order to submit a 
brief and/or additional evidence, as of this date, over two years later, no additional statement or 
evidence has been submitted. The record is considered complete. 

United States Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) records show that, subsequent to filing the 
instant application, the applicant was admitted to the United States as an immigrant on March 3, 2009. 
Because the applicant is now a lawful permanent resident, fbrther pursuit of the matter at hand is moot. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


