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DISCUSSION: The application for waiver of inadmissibility was denied by the Director, Nebraska Service
Center, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The director denied the application upon determining that the applicant was attempting to file it in
conjunction with a lawsuit commonly referred to as Proyecto San Pablo, which relates to legalization
applications filed under section 245A of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act). The applicant had
instead applied for special agricultural worker status under section 210 of the Act, and therefore was not
eligible for consideration under section 245A of the Act or the Proyecto lawsuit.

On appeal, the applicant indicates his desire to obtain employment authorization. He seemingly indicates he
believes he qualifies for lawful status under the Proyecto lawsuit, as well as under the special agricultural
worker program.

The director’s analysis of this situation was correct. The applicant is a former special agricultural worker
applicant whose application for that status was denied. His appeal of that decision was dismissed. He has no
standing to file a waiver application under the Proyecto lawsuit, which relates to a certain class of amnesty
applicants, not special agricultural worker applicants.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. This decision constitutes a final notice of ineligibility.



