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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the Officer in Charge, Vienna, Austria. 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 Albania who was found to be 
inadmissible to the United States pursuant to section 212(a)(6)(C)(i) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 
$ 1182(a)(6)(C)(i), for having attempted to enter the United States using a fraudulent refugee travel 
document, Asylum Approval letter, and Social Security card for which she paid $14,000. The applicant 
seeks a waiver of inadmissibility pursuant to section 212(i) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. $ 212(i), in order to 
reside with her husband and child in the United States. 

The officer in charge found that the applicant failed to establish extreme hardship to her U.S. citizen 
spouse. The officer in charge fiu-ther found that the applicant had shown flagrant disregard for U.S. 
immigration law by purchasing fraudulent documents and purposely hiding pertinent information at 
her hearing by failing to disclose that her husband resided in the United States. The officer in charge 
denied the application accordingly. Decision of the OfJicer in Charge, dated July 17,2007. 

On the applicant's Notice of Appeal or Motion (Form I-290B), counsel makes no argument, but 
rather, requested thirty days in which to file a brief. Counsel's cover letter also requested thirty days 
"to supply more information," and states only that, "[i]nitially, it appears that older caselaw was 
applied rather there [sic] current beliefs regarding excessive collateral consequences for prior 
mistakes in judgement [sic]." To date, the AAO has not received a brief or any additional 
documentation. 

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. $ 103.3(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 fails to identify with any specificity any erroneous 
conclusion of law or statement of fact in the officer in charge's decision. The appeal is therefore 
summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


