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This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned
to the California Service Center. Any further inquiry must be made to that office.

/ Robert P. Wiemann, Chief
Administrative Appeals Office
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DISCUSSION: The initial application was denied by the Director, Texas Service Center (TSC). A
subsequentapplication was denied by the Director, California Service Center (CSC)~ and is currently before
the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The case will be sua sponte reopened, the appeal will be
sustainedand the applicationswill be approved.

The applicant is a native and citizen of Honduras who is seeking Temporary Protected Status (TPS) under
section244 ofthe Immigrationand NationalityAct (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1254.

The applicant filed an initial Form 1-821, Applicationfor Temporary Protected Status, under receipt number
SRC 9918351143 which was denied by the TSC Director on November 26,2002, after determiningthat the
applicant had abandoned her application by failing to respondto a request for evidence.The applicant filed a
motion to reopen the denial decision on November 5, 2003. On December 16, 2003, the TSC Director
dismissedthe motion because it was untimely filed.

The applicant filed the current Form 1-821 under receipt number WAC 05 069 70726 on December 8, 2004,
and indicated that she was again applying for TPS. The CSC·Director denied the application because the
applicant's initial TPS application had been denied and the applicant was not eligible to apply for re­
registrationfor TPS.

The record reflects that the November 26, 2002 denial was made in error. On March 24, 2000, the applicant
was requested to submit additional evidence establishing her date of entry into the United States prior to
December 30, 1998 and her continuous residence in the United States since December 30, 1998. The
applicant responded in June 2000, and submittedadditional evidence includingthe following documentation:
a money transfer receipt dated in 1997;a State of Florida Identification Card issued on September 15, 1998;
an affidavit from her spouse attesting that the bills were in his name; and, and affidavit from an acquaintance
attesting to the applicant's presencein the United States. With her motion to reopen, the applicant also
submitted additional evidence of having filed the response to the request for evidence. It is noted that the
TSC Director's letter indicated that the applicant had failed to respond to a request for additional evidence
dated March 4,2002. it is noted that the March 4,2002 request for additional evidence requested the same
informationthat had been provided by the applicant in June 2000 in response to the March 24, 2000 request
for additionalevidence.

With her subsequent application, the applicant also submitted additional evidence reflecting her continuous
physical presence in the United States, including her Honduran passport issued on January 14, 1999,.by the
ConsulateGeneral,Miami, Florida.

The record of proceedings contains sufficient evidence to establish the applicant's eligibility for TIS and
does not reflect any grounds that would bar the applicant from receiving TPS. The applicant has submitted
evidence ofher nationality, continuous residence, and continuousphysical presence in the United States, and
has establishedthat she has met the requirements described in 8 C.F.R. §§ 244.2(a), (b) and (c). Therefore,
the TSC Director's decisionshall be withdrawnand the initialapplication is approved.
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The director's denial of the application for re-registration or renewal is dependent upon the adjudication of
the initial application. Since the initial application is being approved, the appeal from the denial of the re­
registration is sustained and that application isalso approved.

An alien applying for temporary protected status has the burden of proving that he or she meets the above
requirements and is eligible under the provisions of section 244 of the Act. The applicant has met this
burden.

ORDER: The denial of the initial application is withdrawn, the appeal for the re-registration
application is sustained and both applications are approved.
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