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. .  DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the Acting 
District Director, Miami, Florida, and is now before the Associate 
Commissioner for Examinations on appeal. The appeal will be 
dismissed. 

The applicant is a native and citizen of Haiti 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 sought to procure admission into the 
United States by fraud or willful misrepresentation. The applicant 
is the spouse of a lawful permanent resident and the father of a 
citizen of the United States. He seeks a waiver of inadmissibility 
under section 212 (i) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 1182 (i) , in order to 
remain in the United States and adjust her status under the Haitian 
Refugee Immigrant Fairness Act of 1998, Pub. L. 105-277 (HRIFA) . 

The acting district director concluded that the applicant had 
failed to establish that extreme hardship would be imposed on a 
qualifying relative and denied the application accordingly. 

On Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal to the Administrative Appeals Unit 
( A A U ) ,  the applicant indicates that he is submitting a separate 
brief and/or evidence in support of his appeal. The only document 
provided by the applicant is a letter entitled "Motion to Reopenu 
requesting that his case be reopened because he would like to have 

- another chance to obtain permanent residence and remain in the 
United States legally. 

8 C.F.R. 103.3 (a) (a) (v) states, in pertinent part: 

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. 

Inasmuch as the applicant has failed to identify any erroneous 
conclusion of law or statement of fact as the basis for the appeal, 
the regulation mandates that it be summarily dismissed. 

The burden of proof in these proceedings rests solely with the 
applicant. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 1361. The applicant 
has not met that burden. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


