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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the District Director, Chicago, Illinois, and is now
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The applicant was found inadmissible under section 212(a)(6)(C) of the Act for having presented a document
not belonging to him in order to gain admission to the United States. The district director denied the waiver
application finding that the applicant had not established extreme hardship to a qualifying relative.

The applicant filed a timely Form 1-290B on April 14, 2005, and indicated that a brief and/or evidence would
be submitted to the AAO within 30 days. The AAO sent a fax to the applicant’s prior counsel on November 6,
2007, which requested a copy of the brief and/or evidence. Prior counsel’s response stated that he did not file a
brief or evidence in support of the appeal, as indicated on Form I-290B. On November 21, 2007 the AAO
received correspondence relating to this case from a new attorney requesting additional time in which to file a
brief. The AAO was not informed that prior counsel was no longer representing the applicant until receipt of that
letter. The fax for brief was not an invitation to provide new information; it was to request what should have been
submitted 30 days after submission of the Form [-290B.

On the Form [-290B, the applicant states that the waiver should have been granted as the refusal of admission
constitutes an extreme hardship to his spouse.

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.
8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1}v). Neither the applicant nor counsel presented additional ev1dence on appeal to overcome

the decision of the director.

The appeal will be summarily dismissed in accordance with 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v).

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



