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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the Director, California Service Center, and is now before the
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The record reflects that the applicant is a native of Romania, and that he is subject to the two-year foreign
residence requirement under section 212(e) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. §
1182(e). The applicant was admitted into the United States as a J1 nonimmigrant exchange visitor, from May
30, 2000 through September 30, 2000. The applicant married a naturalized U.S. citizen on April 28, 2003.
He presently seeks a waiver of his two-year foreign residence requirement based on the claim that his wife
would suffer exceptional hardship if he were required to return to Romania for two years.

The director determined the applicant had failed to establish that his wife would suffer exceptional hardship if
he returned to Romania for two years. The application was denied accordingly.

On appeal, counsel asserts that the applicant, “[w]as not aware of the proper procedure for this waiver”, and
that the applicant is “[pJrocuring a “no-objection” statement from the Romanian government.” Counsel
makes no other assertions on appeal. Moreover, the AAO notes that although counsel states that she will
submit an additional brief or evidence regarding the appeal within thirty days, no additional information was
received by the AAO.

-

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(v) states in pertinent part:
(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 counsel failed to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact on appeal.
The appeal will therefore be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



