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UNI TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE
EXECUTI VE OFFI CE FOR | MM GRATI ON REVI EW
CFFI CE OF THE CH EF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NG OFFI CER
ADM NI STRATI VE ACTI ON BY THE
CH EF ADM NI STRATI VE HEARI NG OFFI CER

Jaime Banuelos, et al., Conplainants vs. Transportation Leasing
Conpany (Fornmer Greyhound Lines, Inc.), Bortisser Travel Service, GL.I.
Hol di ng Conpany and Subsidiary G eyhound Lines, Inc., Bus Wash, M ssouri
Corporation, Respondents; 8 U S.C. 1324b Proceedi ng; Case No. 89200314.

DENI AL OF COVPLAI NANT' S REQUEST FOR ADM NI STRATI VE REVI EW

On July 7, 1989, Conplainants filed a conplaint with the Ofice of
the Chief Administrative Hearing O ficer (hereinafter OCAHO against the
above naned Respondents. On August 23, 1989, OCAHO received an Amended
Conpl aint from Conpl ai nants. The Anmended Conplaint charged Respondents
with unfair immigration-related enploynent practices based upon
citizenship status pursuant to 8 U S.C. § 1324b. On COctober 24, 1990, the
Adm nistrative Law Judge assigned to this case, Robert B. Schneider,
i ssued the Final Decision and Order in this case. The order denied the
Conpl ainant's Motion For Summary Decision, granted Respondents G L.I.'s
and Transportation Leasing Conpany's Mtion for Summary Decision and
granted attorney's fees to Respondents G L.I. and Transportation Leasing
Conpany. On Novenber 1, 1990, OCAHO received a Request for Review from
Conpl ai nants. Pursuant to 8 U . S.C. 1324b(i)(1), a person aggrieved by a
final order nay seek review of such an order in the United States court
of appeals for the circuit in which the violation is alleged to have
occurred or in which the enployer resides or transacts business.
Ther ef ore, OCAHO does not have jurisdiction for this appeal. Accordingly,
The Chief Administrative Hearing O ficer hereby denies the Conplainant's
request for an administrative review

SO ORDERED: This 2nd day of Novenber, 1990.

JACK E. PERKI NS
Chief Administrative Hearing O ficer
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