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DISCUSSION: The Acting Director, Vermont Service Center, denied the preference visa petition that 15
now before the Adnunistrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be sununanily dismissed.

The petinoner is @ restaurant. Tt seeks to eroploy the beneficiary permanently i the United States as a conk. The
acting director determined that the petitioner had not established that 1t had the continuing ability to pay the
beneficiary the proffered wage beginning on the prionty date of the visa petition and denied the petition
accordingly,

Counsel submilted a Form 2908 appeal i dus matter.  In the section reserved for the basis of the appesl,
cownsel fnserted, “Case was dented on the issue of petitioner’s ability to pay the wage offered. We will file a
brief within 30 davs with additional financial wforration.” No argument or evidence accomparsed that appeal.
Although counsel indicated that additiong! evidence would be submitied no subseguent information, arglunent,
evidence, or documentation was subnntted.

Cm Aprii 8, 2006 this office sent counsel a facsimule transmiission asking whether she bad submitied any such
mformation, argument, evidence, or documentation. Counsel responded indicating that he did not file a brief or
provide additional evidence 1o support the appeal.

Counsel's statement on appeal contamns no speciic assignment of error. Alleging that the acting director erved
some unspecified way s an msufficient basis for an appeal.

The regulation at 8 CF.R. § 103 3GY 1v) states, o pertinent part: “An officer to whom an appea! 15 taken shall
surmnmarity dismiss any appeal when the party concerned fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of

taw or statemnent of {act for the appeal”

Counse! has fatled to tdentify specitically an enroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact as & basis for the
appeal and the appeal muost be summanly disnussed.

ORDER: The uppeal is sommarily dismissed.



