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INSTRUCTIONS:
Y
This is the decision in your case. All documents have been retirned to the office that originally decided your case.

Any further inquiry must he made to that office.

If you believe the law was inappropristely applicd or the analysis used in reaching the decision was inconsistent with
ith precedent decisions, you may file a motion to reconsider. Such a meotion must state

the information provided or w
the reasons for reconsideration and be supported by any pertinett precedent decisions. Any motion to reconsider wust
be filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider, as reguired under § C.F.R. 103,50 D0

If you have new or additional information that you wish to have considered, you may file @ wmotion to reopen. Such a
motion must state the new facts to be proved at the reopened proceeding and be supported by affidavits or other
documentary evidence. Any motion to reopen must be filed within 30 days of the decision thut the metion seeks to
reopen, except that failure to file before this period expires may be excused in the discretion of the Service where it s
demonstrated that the delay was reasonsble and heyond the control of the applicant or petitioner. Id.

Any totion mugt be filed with the office that originally decided your ciuse along with & fee of $110 as required under
8 (LF.R. 1037,

FOR THE ASSCCIATE COMMISSIONER,
EXAMINATIONS

Robert P. Wiemann, Director
Administrative Appeals Office



DISCUSSTON: The application was denied by the Director, Nebraska
Service Center, and is now before the Associate Commissioner for
Examinations on appeal. The appeal will be sustained. The decision
of the director will be withdrawn and the application will Dbe
approved.

The applicant, a native of Hong Xong, seeks to cbhtain a reentry
permit under section 223 of the Immigration and Nationality Act
(the Act), 8 U.S.C, 1203. The director denied the application after
determining that the applicant had failed to submit required
documentation, including evidence of her true and correct rname, or
proct of a name change.

On appeal, the applicant states that she has used the signature
"Heidi® for twenty years and did not understand that she should
have signed the application in her true name.

Tn pertinent part, section 223 of the Act provides that an alien
lawfully admitted for permanent residence who intends to visgit
abroad and return to the United States to resume that status may
make an application for a permit to reenter the United States.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. 223.2({b) (1) allows for the approval of
a reentry permit if the application (Form I-131) is filed by a
persen who is in the United States at the time of application, and
ig a lawful permanent resident or conditicnal permanent resident.

The applicant has submitted evidence that Po Yung Wong is a lawful
permanent resident of the United States. Her application, however,
was signed as "Heidi." In response to the director’s reguest that
ghe re-sign the application in her true and correct name as it
appeared on the application, Po Yung Chan Wong, she again signed
the application "Heidi" and veturned the application to the
director.

On appeal, the applicant submits a copy of her marriage cextificate
ghowing that gshe used the signature "Heidi" to gign that document.
In additicn, the record containg a copy of the identification page
from the applicant’s passport showing that she alsc signed that
document with the signature "Heidi.® Although the applicant has
failed to submit any evidence or proof that her name hag been
legally changed to Heidi, it 1s evident that she has used thet name
ag her signature in the past. In addition, the applicant has
provided a signature in her true and correct name on appeal. Her
reentry permit can be issued only in her true and correct name.

The burden of proof Iin these proceedings resgts solely with the
applicant. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.8.C, 1381. The applicant
hag met that burden.

ORDER The appeal ig gustained. The decision of the
director is withdrawn and the application 1sg
approved.



