U.S. Department of Homeland Security
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services

. id . Office of Administrative Appeals MS 2090
“ entifvi Washington, DC 20529-2090
Preverg, lcl;gndata deleted to U.S. Citizenshi
invasijon o?”c rly “NWarranteq and Irlxtllrzr;{gliatli%n
P mal privacy WP/ Services
PIBLIC COPY ﬁ
%

ocT 012009

Office: MEXICO CITY, MEXICO Date:
(CIUDAD JUAREZ)

APPLICATION: Application for Waiver of Grounds of Inadmissibility under section 212@@)(NB)V)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. section 1182(a)(9)}B)(v).

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT:

INSTRUCTIONS:

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to
the office that originally decided your case. Any further inquiry must be made to that office.

Mtor

Administrative Appeals Office

www.uscis.gov



DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the District Director, Mexice City, Mexico.
The matter 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. She was found to be inadmissible to the United
States pursuant to section 212(a}9}B)()II) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)9)B)(XID), for having
been unlawfully present in the United States for one year or more and seeking admission within ten
years of her last departure. She is the daughter of a Lawful Permanent Resident (LPR). She seeks a
waiver of inadmissibility pursuant to section 212(a)(9)(B)(v) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(9)(B)(V).

The District Director found that the applicant had failed to establish extreme hardship to a gualifying
relative and denied the Application for Waiver of Grounds of Inadmissibility (Form 1-601) on
October 23, 2006.

On appeal, counsel for the applicant asserts that the previously filed documentation did not present
all of the relevant evidence in the case, and indicates that a brief and/or other evidence will be filed
within 30 days. However, no brief and/or other evidence has been received by the AAO.
Accordingly, the appeal does not dispute or otherwise address the grounds upon which the
application was denied.

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(v] states i pertinent part that:
(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.

The AAO finds that the applicant’s appeal fails to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact in the District Director’s decision. The appeal is therefore summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



