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DISCUSSION: The Officer in Charge (OIC), Kingston, Jamaica, denied the instant waiver 
application. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The 
appeal will be dismissed. 

The record shows that the applicant is a native and citizen of Jamaica, the husband of a United States 
(U.S.) citizen, and the beneficiary of an approved Form 1-130 petition. The applicant was found to 
be inadmissible pursuant to section 212(a)(9)(B)(i) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA, the 
Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(9)(B)(i). The applicant seeks a waiver of inadmissibility pursuant to 
section 212(a)(9)(B)(v) of the Act in order to reside in the United States with his wife. 

The OIC found that the applicant had been unlawfully present in the United States for more than a 
year and is therefore inadmissible pursuant to section 212(a)(9)(B)(i) of the Act. The OIC also 
found that the applicant had failed to establish extreme hardship to his U.S. citizen spouse, and 
denied the application. 

Section 2 12(a)(9)(B)(v) of the Act provides, in pertinent part: 

The Attorney General [now Secretary of Homeland Security] has sole discretion to 
waive [section 212(a)(9)(B)(i) of the Act] in the case of an immigrant who is the 
spouse or son or daughter of a United States citizen or of an alien lawfully admitted 
for permanent residence, if it is established to the satisfaction of the Attorney General 
that the refusal of admission to such immigrant alien would result in extreme hardship 
to the citizen or lawfully resident spouse or parent of such alien. 

In order to prevail on appeal, the applicant must necessarily demonstrate that refusing him admission 
would result in extreme hardship to a qualifying relative. 

The applicant submitted a Form I-290B appeal in this matter. In the section reserved for the reason for 
filing the appeal, the applicant stated that he was obliged to leave Jamaica to avoid violence and 
admitted that he had entered the United States illegally and remained illegally. He further stated that he 
is self-employed as a cook and has been in no trouble during his stay in the United States, and asked 
that his inadmissibility be waived. The applicant did not address whether failure to grant his waiver 
application would result in extreme hardship to a qualifying relative. 

The applicant's statement on appeal contains no assignment of error, did not contest inadmissibility, and 
did not address whether his removal fiom the United States would cause hardship to a qualifying 
relative. The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(l)(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." The applicant has 
failed to identifjr specifically an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact as a basis for the 
appeal and the appeal must be summarily dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. 


