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DISCUSSION: The application for temporary resident status as a special agricultural worker was denied by 
the Director, Western Service Center. The matter was remanded, and the application was denied again by the 
Director, California Service Center. It is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. 
The appeal will be rejected. 

On August 8, 1988, an individual identifying himself as filed a Form 1-700, 
Application for Temporary Resident Status as a Special Agricultural Worker, as an S-9 candidate. He indicated 
on his application that his date of birth was August 14, 1966, and that he had been employed by - 

n g  the qualifying period. He submitted a police report identifjmg him by photograph, a copy of his 
birth certificate, a Form 1-693 medical examination form, and a fmgerprint card. He signed the application as well 
as the warning letter. 

At the subsequent interview, however, a Form 1-705 amdavit was submitted indicating that one - 
h a d  worked for d u r i n g  the qualifymg period. 

and applicant's name was changed to reflect that it was 
The birth date on the application was also changed to 

date. The interviewin officer concluded from the interview that the 
he had only used since 1985. submitted several copies of documents containing 
photographs of him indicating that he was born July 28, 1964. He submitted an 
affidavit of identity who indicated that he was brother and that 

u s e d  the alias 

On September 10, 1992, the director questioned the credibility of the two employment claims and denied the 
application. A Form 1-694, Notice of Appeal of Decision, was submitted by e states that he has 
submitted sufficient evidence and that the card the Service sent him should read ' not 

w h o  is my brother." The appeal form was signed b 

It is noted that the instant appeal was filed b y  rather than by the applicant or his 
attorney or representative. The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(iii) indicates that only an affected party or his 
representative have legal standing to file an appeal. 8 C.F.R. 5 103.3(a)(2)(v)(A)(l) requires that an appeal 
filed by a person not entitled to file it must be rejected. d o e s  not have legal standing 
to appeal the denial of his brother's application. 

Based on the record it must be concluded that there were two separate individuals w 
points to the application having been filed and signed b 

submitted and signed the Notice of Appeal. However, he was not the signatory of the 
application. Therefore, he is not entitled to file the appeal and the appeal must be rejected. 

ORDER: The appeal is rejected. 


