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DISCUSSION: The preference visa petition was denied by the Director, Vermont Service Center. The
matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be rejected as
improperly filed.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)(v)(A)(2) states, in part, the following:

If an appeal is filed by an attorney or representative without a properly executed Notice of
Entry of Appearance as Attorney or Representative (Form G-28) entitling that person to file
the appeal, the appeal is considered improperly filed.

In the present matter, counsel claimed to file an appeal on behalf of the petitioner and submitted a Form G-28,
Notice of Entry of Appearance as Attorney or Representative. However, the Form G-28 was improperly
executed. Specifically, the Form G-28 identified _ as the person consenting to counsel's
representation on behalf of the petitioner, the affected party in this proceeding. See 8 C.F.R.
§ 103.3(a)(1)(iii)}(B). However, the signature of the person consenting is that of the beneficiary, not Tamam
Altari. As the signature of the person consenting on behalf of the petitioner does not match the printed name
of the person consenting, the Form G-28 cannot be deemed properly executed and, therefore, vests no right in
the attorney to file an appeal on behalf of the petitioner.

Accordingly, the AAO sent counsel a facsimile notifying him that a properly executed Form G-28, signed by
counsel and the consenting affected party, must be submitted to the AAQ within five business days.
However, counsel failed to respond to this request. As such, the AAO concludes that the appeal was
improperly filed and must be rejected pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(2)(v)(A)(J), which calls for rejection of
an improperly filed appeal, where the person filing it is not entitled to do so.

ORDER: The appeal is rejected.



