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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the District Director, Mexico City
(Ciudad Juarez), Mexico. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO)
on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed, the previous decision of the district director will be
withdrawn and the application declared moot.

The applicant is a native and citizen of Mexico who was found to be inadmissible to the United
States under section 212(a)(6)(C)(i) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C.
§ 1182(a)(6)(C)(i), for having attempted to procure entry into the United States by fraud or
willful misrepresentation in December 1998. The applicant is married to a U.S. citizen and seeks
a waiver of inadmissibility pursuant to section 212(i) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1182(i), in order to
reside in the United States with his spouse.

In a decision dated February 16, 2007, the district director found that the applicant failed to
establish extreme hardship to his U.S. citizen spouse as a result of her inadmissibility and did not
warrant the favorable exercise of the Secretary’s discretion. The application was denied
accordingly.

On appeal counsel submits additional documentation of hardship.

The AAO notes that the record indicates that subsequent to the February 16, 2007 denial of the
applicant’s waiver application, the District Director, on June 22, 2009, reopened and approved
the applicant’s waiver application. Thus, the AAO finds that no purpose would be served in
adjudicating the application on appeal. Thus, the applicant’s appeal will be dismissed, the
decision of the district director will be withdrawn and the waiver application will be declared
moot.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed, the prior decision of the district director is withdrawn and
the application for waiver of inadmissibility is declared moot.



