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

The petitioner is described as engaged in the business of importing and distributing leather goods. The petitioner
is located in Atlanta, Georgia and claims to be the subsidiary of Vulcano’s Leather Ltda. located in Colombia. It
seeks to extend its authorization to employ the beneficiary temporarily in the United States as its general
manager. On September 3, 2002, the director determined that the petitioner had not established that the
beneficiary had been or would be employed in a primarily managerial or executive capacity. Additionally, the
director noted that the petitioner indicted income figures on the Form I-129 which do not correspond to the
submitted tax documents.

On the Form I-290B counsel stated that the beneficiary supervises and controls the work of other professionals
and manages an essential function. Counsel stated that a brief and /or evidence would be filed in 30 days. As of
this date, more than one year later, the AAO has received nothing further in support of the appeal. The regulation
at 8 CF.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(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.

Inasmuch as counsel has failed to identify specifically an erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact in
this proceeding, the appeal is summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



