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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the District Director is now 
before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appea WI e ismisse 

The applicant was born 
Adam Attia, was born i 
applicant was eighteen 
became a naturalized U.S. citizen o 
applicant's parents were married in 
pursuant to section 322 of the former ty Act (the former Act), 8 U.S.C. $ 1433. 

The district director concluded that the applicant was ineligible for citizenship under section 322 of the former 
Act because he was over the age of eighteen at the time of his interview with the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service (Service, now, citizenship and Immigration Services, CIS). The application was 
denied accordingly. 

On appeal, the applicant, through his parents, states that he applied for an immigration visa at the age of 
fourteen, but did not obtain his alien registration card until the age of eighteen. The applicant asserts further 
that his mother became a naturalized U.S. citizen while he was under the age of eighteen, and that he was in 
the legal custody of his mother and residing in the U.S. pursuant to a lawful admission for permanent 
residence when his mother became a naturalized U.S. citizen. The applicant does not otherwise address the 
basis of the district director's denial of his application. Instead, the applicant indicates on appeal that he has 
resided in the U.S. as a lawful permanent resident for five years, that he is a person of good moral character 
with an attachment to the principles of the U.S. Constitution, and he indicates that he is eligible to become a 
naturalized U.S. citizen. 

Section 322 of the former Act stated, in pertinent part: 

(a) Application of citizen parents; requirements 

A parent who is a citizen of the United States may apply to the Attorney General [now 
the Secretary, Homeland Security, "Secretary"] for a certificate of citizenship on behalf 
of a child born outside the United States. The Attorney General [Secretary] shall issue 
such a certificate of citizenship upon proof to the satisfaction of the Attorney General 
[Secretary] that the following conditions have been fulfilled: 

1) At least one parent is a citizen of the United States, whether by birth or 
naturalization. 

2) The child is physically present in the United States pmuant to a lawful 
admission. 

3) The child is under the age of 18 years and in the legal custody of the 
citizen parent. 

b) Attainment of citizenship status; receipt of certificate 



Upon approval of the application . . . [and] upon taking and subscribing before an officer 
of the Service [CIS] within the United States to the oath of allegiance required by this 
chapter of an applicant for naturalization, the child shall become a citizen of the United 
States and shall be h i s h e d  by the Attorney General [Secretary] with a certificate of 

C 
citizenship. 

The record indicates that the applicant became a lawful permanent resident o-nd that he 
was over the age of eighteen at that time. The record additionally reflects that the applicant was over the age of 
eighteen when his parents filed his N-600, Application for Certificate of Citizenship (N-600 application). The 
applicant therefore failed to establish that he met the requirements set forth in section 322(a)(2) of the former Act. 
The applicant additionally failed to establish that the N-600 application process was completed prior to his 
eighteenth birthday, as required by section 322(a) and (b) of the former Act. The AAO notes that the 
requirements set forth in section 322(a) and (b) of the former Act are statutorily mandated, and that they are 
not affected or changed by Service (CIS) processing delays. The AAO notes further that a review of CIS 
records reflects that the applicant is now a naturalized U.S. citizen. The AAO therefore finds that the present 
appeal is moot. The appeal must be dismissed accordingly. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


