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Docket SE-13346
V.

JOHN M CHAEL M STRETTA,

Respondent .
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ORDER DI SM SSI NG APPEAL

The Adm nistrator has filed a notion to dism ss respondent's
appeal fromthe witten initial decision and order Admnistrative
Law Judge Patrick G Geraghty served on February 8, 1994.1

The record establishes that the respondent filed a tinely
noti ce of appeal. However, the respondent has failed to file an
appeal brief as required by section 821.48(a) of the Board's
Rul es of Practice.? 49 CFR 821. Therefore, we will grant the

The | aw judge granted sunmary judgnment on the pl eadi ngs and
affirmed the Adm nistrator's order revoking respondent's airnmn
medi cal certificate and suspending his private pilot certificate
(no. 485704317) for 60 days for alleged violations of section
67.20 (a)(1) and (b) of the Federal Aviation Regul ations.

’Section 821.48(a) provides as follows:
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Administrator's notion, to which respondent has filed no answer.?
ACCORDI NGY, IT I S ORDERED THAT:
1. The Adm nistrator's notion to dismss is granted; and
2. The respondent's appeal is dism ssed.

VOGT, Chairman, HALL, Vice Chai rman, LAUBER and HAMVERSCHM DT,
Menmbers of the Board, concurred in the above order.

(..continued)

§ 821.48 Briefs and oral argunent.

(a) Appeal briefs. Each appeal nmust be perfected

wi thin 50 days after an oral initial decision has been
rendered, or 30 days after service of a witten initial
decision, by filing with the Board and serving on the
other party a brief in support of the appeal. Appeals
may be dism ssed by the Board on its own initiative or
on notion of the other party, in cases where a party
who has filed a notice of appeal fails to perfect his
appeal by filing a tinely brief.

30n April 5, 1994, counsel for respondent telephonically
requested an extension of time to reply to the Admnnistrator's
nmotion to dism ss respondent's appeal. He advised the Board that
he had just been retained by respondent. However, no reply was
filed.



