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Former section |321 of the Act provided,
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(4) Such naturalization takes place while said
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under clause (2) or (3) of this subsection, or
thereafter begins to reside permanently in the
United States while under the age of 18 years.

In Matter of Fuentes, 21 I&N Dec. 893 (BIA 1997), the Board stated
the following |in reference to a Department of State Passport
Bulletin-96-18, 1issued November 6, 1996: "Through subsequent
discussions, [the interested agencies] have agreed on what we
believe to be a more judicious interpretation of section 321 (a) of
the Act. We now hold that, as long as all the conditions specified
in section 321 (a) are satisfied before the minor’s 18th birthday,
the order in which they occur is irrelevant. Citizenship would be
acqguired on the date the last condition is satisfied.™

The record establishes that the applicant’s father became a
naturalized U.S$. citizen prior to her 18th birthday. However, in
order for the applicant to receive the benefits of section 321 of
the Act, she must have begun to reside permanently in the United
States while under the age of 18 years. The applicant became a
lawful permanent resident on December 14, 2000, when she was 18
vears and 10 months old.

There is no provision under the law by which the applicant could
have automatically acquired U.S. citizenship through her father’s
naturalization. Therefore, the district director’s decision will be
affirmed. This| decision is without prejudice to the applicant
seeking U.S. citizenship through normal naturalization procedures.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.




