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0CT 28 2002

Office: Hartford (BOS) Date:

Application for Certificate of :Citizenship under Section 320 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1431

Self-represented

case. All documents have been returned to the office that originally decided your case. Any

de to that office.

inappropriately applied or the analysis used in reaching the decision was inconsistent with the

th precedent decisions, you may file a motion to reconsider. Such a motion must state the
and be supported by any pertinent precedent decisions. Any motion to reconsider must be filed
on that the motion seeks to reconsider, as required under 8 C.F.R. 103.5(2)(1)(i).

nal information that you wish to have considered, you may file a motion to reopen. Such a

facts to be proved at the reopened proceeding and be supported by affidavits or other
motion to reopen must be filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reopen,
before this period expires may be excused in the discretion of the Service where it is
was reasonable and beyond the control of the applicant or petitioner. Id.

Any motion must be filed with the office that originally decided your case along with a fee of $110 as required under 8

C.F.R. 103.7.

FOR THE ASSOCIATE COMMISSIONER,

. Rabert P. Wiemann, Director
g;ﬁmmstrahve Appeals Office
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