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Summary of Facts and Subm ssi ons
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The Appellant sat for the European Qualifying
Exam nation held from 20 to 22 March 2002 and recei ved
the follow ng marks for her papers:

Paper C. 42

Paper D. 53

On 17 Cctober 2002 the Appellant filed an appeal

agai nst the decision dated 18 Septenber 2002 of the

Exam nati on Board for the European Qualifying

Exam nation that she had failed the exam nation. The
appeal fee was paid on 29 Cctober 2002. However, the
notice of appeal was not signed and no statenent

setting out the grounds of appeal has been filed by the
Appellant within the tine limt set out in Article 27(2)
REE.

In a comuni cation dated 19 March 2003 and sent by
registered letter with advice of delivery the Board
informed the Appellant that the appeal would have to be
rejected as i nadm ssible pursuant to Article 27(4) REE
in connection with Article 22(2) RDR

In reply to a query fromthe Registry of the Board, the
Appel l ant submitted that she had not received the above

conmuni cati on

On 7 May 2003 the communi cation was notified again by
registered letter with advice of delivery to the
Appel l ant setting a newtine limt of one nonth.
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V. A reply to the conmuni cati on has not been received and
the appellant inforned the Registry by tel ephone that
she did not file a statenment setting out the grounds of
appeal .

Reasons for the Decision

As on the one hand notice of appeal bears no signature and
since on the other hand no witten statenent setting out the
grounds of appeal has been filed within the tinme [imt under
Article 27(2) REE, the appeal has to be rejected as

i nadm ssi ble according to the provisions of Article 22(2)RDR
in conjunction with Article 27(4) REE

Or der

For these reasons it is decided that:

The appeal is rejected as inadm ssible.

The Regi strar: The Chai r man:

M Beer B. Schachenmann
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