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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the Field Office Director, Ciudad Juarez, 
Mexico, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be 
dismissed. 

The applicant is a native and citizen of Mexico who was found to be inadmissible to the United 
States pursuant to section 212(a)(9)(B)(i)(II) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 
8 U.S.c. § 1182(a)(9)(B)(i)(II), for having accrued more than a year of unlawful presence in the 
United States and seeking admission within ten years of his last departure. The applicant is 
married to a U.S. citizen. He seeks a waiver of inadmissibility pursuant to section 212(a)(9)(B)(v) 
of the Act. 

The Field Office Director found that the applicant was not only inadmissible under section 
212(a)(9)(B)(i)(II) of the Act, but also under section 212(a)(9)(C)(i)(I) of the Act, 8 U.S.c. 
§ 1182(a)(9)(C)(i)(I), for having returned to the United States without admission after having been 
unlawfully present in the United States for an aggregate period of more than one year. As he 
found the applicant ineligible for an exception to his section 212(a)(9)(C)(i)(I) inadmissibility, the 
Field Office Director denied the waiver application. Decision of the Field Office Director, dated 
December 9, 2010. 

On appeal, the applicant fails to specifically address the reasons stated for the denial and to identify 
any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact on the part of the director. Form 1-2908, Notice 
of Appeal or Motion, dated December 10, 2010. 

As stated in the regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1 lev), an appeal shall be summarily dismissed if the 
concerned party fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for 
the appeal. Cf 1dy v. Holder, No. 11-1078,2012 WL 975567 (1st Cir. Mar. 23,2012) (where an 
alien fails to raise any legal issue regarding the Board of Immigration Appeals denial of an 
inadmissibility waiver, the Court of Appeals is deprived of jurisdiction). See also Desravines v. 
United States Attorney General, No. 08-14861, 343 F. App'x 433, 435 (11th Cir. 2009) (finding 
that issues not briefed on appeal are deemed abandoned); Tedder v. F.M.C. Corp., 590 F.2d 115, 
117 (5th Cir. 1979) (deeming abandoned an issue raised in the statement of issues but not 
anywhere else in the brief). In this instance, the applicant has not identified a basis for the appeal. 
The applicant does not contest the Field Office Director's findings and offers no substantive basis for 
the filing of the appeal. 

As the applicant has failed to provide any specific statement or argument regarding the basis of his 
appeal, the appeal must be summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


