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

The applicant is a native and citizen of Mexico who attempted to enter into the United States in June 
1996 by presenting a counterfeit 1-551 Resident Alien Card at the San Ysidro, California port of 
entry. He was found to be inadmissible to the United States pursuant to section 212(a)(6)(C)(i) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1182(a)(6)(C)(i), for having attempted 
entry into the United States by fraud or willful misrepresentation of material fact. He seeks a waiver 
of inadmissibility pursuant to section 212(i) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 5 1182(i), in order to remain in the 
United States with his legal permanent resident spouse. 

In a decision dated August 21, 2006, the director concluded that the applicant had failed to establish 
that his bar to admission would impose extreme hardship on a qualifying relative and denied the 
Application for Waiver of Grounds of Inadmissibility (Form 1-601) accordingly. Specifically, the 
director noted that in an affidavit in support of the applicant's Form 1-601, his spouse stated only that 
the applicant's family would be miserable without him, and that there was insufficient information 
and documentary evidence in the record to support her claim of hardship. 

On the Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal, submitted on September 19,2006, the applicant stated: 

I am appealing this decision because I considered it unjust. It affects my family - 
wife (permanent resident), and two children (U.S.C.). I would like to apologize for 
the error committed 10 years ago. Please accept my apologies. 

The only documents attached to the Form I-290B are copies of the applicant's marriage certificate, 
his wife's permanent resident card, and his children's birth certificates, all of which were previously 
submitted with the Form 1-601. No brief or new statements or evidence was submitted on appeal. 

A section 212(i) waiver of the bar to admission resulting from violation of section 212(a)(6)(C) of 
the Act is dependent first upon a showing that the bar imposes an extreme hardship to the citizen or 
lawful permanent resident spouse or parent of the applicant. Here, the AAO concurs with the 
director's conclusion that the evidence of record is insufficient to demonstrate that the applicant's 
spouse would experience extreme hardship due to the applicant's inadmissibility. Further, the 
regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(v) states in pertinent part that: 

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 the applicant's appeal fails to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or 
statement of fact in the director's decision. The appeal is therefore summarily dismissed. 



In visa petition proceedings, the burden of proving eligibility for the benefit sought remains entirely 
with the petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. $ 1361. The petitioner has not met this burden. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


