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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the Field Office Director, Santo Domingo,
Dominican Republic, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAQ) on appeal. The
appeal will be dismissed as the waiver application is unnecessary.

The applicant is a native and citizen of the Dominican Republic who was found to be inadmissible to
the United States pursuant to section 212(a)}(9)B)(i)(1I) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the
Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)9O¥B)(i}1I), for having been unlawfully present in the United States for
more than one year and secking readmission within ten years of his last departure from the United
States. The applicant’s spouse and child are U.S. citizens. At the time of filing his appeal, the
applicant was seeking a waiver under section 212(a)}(9)B)(v) of the Act, 8§ U.S.C.

§ 1182(a)(9(B)v).

The field office director found that the applicant had failed to establish extreme hardship to a
qualifying relative and the application was denied accordingly. Decision of the Field Office
Director, dated November 17, 2011.

The record reflects that subsequent to filing his appeal, the applicant filed another Form [-601 in order
to waive his inadmissibility under section 212(a)}(9)B)(i)(11) of the Act, and his new Form 1-601 was
approved on September 19, 2012. As the applicant has already received a section 212(a)}(9)(B)(v)
waiver for his inadmissibility under section 212(a)(9)(B)(i)(11) of the Act, further pursuit of his appeal
1$ unnecessary.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed as the waiver application is unnecessary.



