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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was denied by the Director, Vernon? Service @egterB-, and is 
3aow before the Administrative Appeals Office (M0) on appeal. The appeal will be dism~ssed. 

The petitioner seeks to classify the beneficiary pursuant to Section 203(b)(3) of the immigration and 
Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 3 1153(b)(3) as a skilled worker. The director denied the petition on 
October 15, 2003. The director found the petitioner failed to demonstrate a continuing ability to pay the 
proffered wage beginning on the priority date. 

Counsel filed an appeal on November 27, 2003. Counsel stated no seeson for appeal. Counsel also reqnested 
30 days to submit a brief znd/or evidence to the M U  (now called the M0). 

As of Jme 2, 2005, 17 months after the ap?eaP, the M O  has rece~ved mothng further. Snnce no bnef was 
rece~ved by the M O ,  a facs~n;i?e h-ansm~ssron (fax) was sent to counse: dated June 2, 2805, request~ng "...a 
copy of addit~onal ev~dence andlor a brief be sent to the Adrnmistratave Appeals Office by mad or fax with 
five busaness 

Counsel responded by P ~ U T  fax on June 3,2005 stating she was not filing a brief. 

As stated in 8 C.F.R. 3 B03.3(a)(l)(v), an appeal skall be summarily dismissed if the party concerned fails is 
identify specifically any ezroneous conclusions of law or statement of fact for the zppeal. 

The pe~tioner here has not specifically addressed the reasons stated for denial and he has not provided 2ny 
additional evidence. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed. 

OmER: The appeal is dismissed. 


