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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida granted Defendants’ motion to
dismiss an action seeking mandamus, Administrative Procedure Act review, and declaratory relief
concerning USCIS’s adjudication of the plaintiff’s Form I-485 application. The court held that the case
was moot because the application had been adjudicated and alternatively concluded that the court
lacked jurisdiction to review USCIS’s discretionary denial of adjustment of status under the Cuban
Refugee Adjustment Act.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved to dismiss Plaintiff's amended complaint seeking
mandamus relief, APA judicial review, and declaratory relief. The
court granted the motion under Rule 12(b)(1) and Rule 12(b)(6)
grounds and closed the case.

STANDARD OF REVIEW For a facial Rule 12(b)(1) jurisdictional attack, the court determines
whether the complaint sufficiently alleges a basis for subject matter
jurisdiction. The party invoking federal jurisdiction bears the burden
of establishing it. The court also applied the Rule 12(b)(6) standard
asserted in the alternative by Defendants.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether USCIS's adjudication of Plaintiff's Form I-485 application mooted her action seeking an order
compelling adjudication.

2. Whether the court could grant mandamus relief to compel USCIS to find Plaintiff eligible for adjustment
of status or to apply governing precedent in a particular manner.

3. Whether the APA permits judicial review of USCIS's discretionary denial of adjustment of status under
the Cuban Refugee Adjustment Act.

HOLDINGS

1. USCIS's adjudication of Plaintiff's application eliminated the relief sought in the initial complaint and
rendered the case moot because no live controversy remained for which the court could provide
meaningful relief.

2. Mandamus relief was unavailable because Plaintiff did not establish a clear and indisputable right to the
requested relief or a clear, nondiscretionary duty requiring Defendants to grant adjustment of status or
reach a particular conclusion.

3. The APA did not provide jurisdiction to review USCIS's discretionary denial of Plaintiff's adjustment-of-
status application because the adjustment decision was committed to agency discretion by law.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If events that occur subsequent to the filing of a lawsuit or an appeal deprive the court of the ability to give
the plaintiff or appellant meaningful relief, then the case is moot and must be dismissed.” (at 3)

“A court can only exercise jurisdiction to grant mandamus relief where ‘(1) the plaintiff has a clear right to
the relief requested; (2) the defendant has a clear duty to act; and (3) no other adequate remedy is
available.’” (at 5)

“mandamus relief is only available when ‘a government officer owes [a plaintiff] a legal duty that is a
specific, ministerial act, devoid of the exercise of judgment or discretion.’” (at 6)

“Because USCIS’s action in [Plaintiffs] adjustment application is committed to agency discretion by the CAA,
the APA does not provide the district court with jurisdiction.” (at 7)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Plaintiff applied to USCIS for adjustment of status using Form I-485 under the Cuban Refugee Adjustment Act.
She initially sued to compel USCIS to adjudicate the application, but USCIS adjudicated and denied it during the
litigation. The notice of decision stated that Plaintiff was inadmissible under INA § 212(a)(2)(C)(i) and that,
independently, USCIS would deny adjustment as a matter of discretion after weighing favorable and unfavorable
factors.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed an action seeking to compel adjudication of her Form I-485 application for adjustment of status.
USCIS adjudicated the application while the case was pending, after which Plaintiff filed an amended complaint
seeking review of the denial and related relief. Defendants moved to dismiss, arguing that the case was moot and
that the court lacked jurisdiction to review USCIS's discretionary denial. The court granted the motion and
ordered the clerk to close the case.
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