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This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned to 
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considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen. Please refer to 8 C.F.R. 9 103.5 for 
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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the Field Office Director, Chicago, Illinois. 
The matter 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 and citizen of Sweden who was found to be 
inadmissible to the United States pursuant to section 212(a)(2)(A)(i)(I) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 8 1182(a)(2)(A)(i)(I), for having been convicted of a crime 
involving moral turpitude. The record reflects that the applicant has a U.S. citizen spouse. The 
applicant seeks a waiver of inadmissibility in order to reside in the United States. 

The field office director found that the applicant had failed to establish extreme hardship to a 
qualifying relative and the application was denied accordingly. Field Ofice Director's Decision, at 
7 ,  dated January 6,2009. 

On appeal, counsel states that the Chicago District Office abused its discretion in denying the Form 
1-601, a brief elaborating on the abuse of discretion will be submitted at a later date, and a Freedom 
of Information Act request has been made. Form I-290B, received February 9, 2009. The Form 
I-290B does not dispute or otherwise address the grounds upon which the application was denied 
and no brief andlor additional evidence are included in the record. 

8 C.F.R. 5 1 03.3(a)(v) states in pertinent part that: 

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

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


