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DISCUSSION: The eanp1oyrnent-based immigrant 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 seeks classification as an alien entrepreneur pursuant to section 203@)(5) of the 
hnigmtion and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. $ 11530(S). The director concluded that the 
petitioner had not demonstrated a qualifying investment and that he had created or would create the 
necessary jobs for qualiifying employees 

On appeal, prior counsel stated that she would submit a brief and/or evidence to the Administrative 
Appeals Office (M) within 30 days. Subsequently, prior counsel submitted her notice of withdrawal, 
advising that the petitioner had obtained new counsel who would enter his or her appearance and submit 
a brief. The appeal was filed on October 1 1,2007. Counsel withdrew as representative on F e b m  4, 
2008. As of this date, nearly one year later, this office has received nothing M e r  from the petitioner 
or a new attorney, 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(l)(v), an appeal shall be summarily dismissed if the psrty concerned 
fails to identify specifically any enoneow ~0nc1usion of law or statement of hct for the appeal. 

The petitioner and his former wunsel have failed to specifically address the reasons stated for denid 
and have not provided any additional evidence. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed, 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


