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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was denied by the Director, California Service Center, and is now 
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed. 

The petitioner is a Halal meat market and grocery. It seeks to employ the beneficiary permanently in the United 
States as a Halal butcher. As required by statute, the petition is accompanied by an individual labor certification, 
the Application for Alien Employment Certification (Form ETA 750), approved by the Department of Labor. 
The director determined that the evidence failed to establish that the beneficiary had the required experience at the 
time the petition was filed, and denied the petition. The director relied primarily on a finding in a consular 
investigative report that a work experience letter from a purported former employer of the beneficiary in his home 
country was fraudulent. 

On the Form I-290B Notice of Appeal, received December 23, 2003, counsel checked the block stating that 
he would be sending a brief and/or evidence to the AAO within thirty days. 

On the notice of appeal counsel states that the beneficiary meets all of the minimum requirements for the 
position. With regard to the central issue in the director's decision concerning the finding that a letter 
attesting to the beneficiary's work experience was fraudulent, counsel's notice of appeal states merely, "[tlhe 
Service further erred in doubting the truth and accuracy of the submitted evidence." 

Counsel has filed no further brief or evidence with the director or the AAO, and more than the time allowed and 
requested has elapsed. 8 C.F.R. 3 103.3(a)(2)(i) and (viii). Counsel does not identify, specifically, any erroneous 
conclusion of law or statement of fact. Hence, the appeal must be summarily dismissed. 8 C.F.R. 
6 103.3(a)(l)(v). 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


