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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the District Director, Boston District Office, and is now before
the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The applicant claims to be a citizen of Liberia who is seeking Temporary Protected Status (TPS) under section
244 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.c. § 1254.

The director denied the application because the applicant had failed to establish her identity and nationality, and
was inadmissible due to a finding of fraud.

On appeal, counsel for the applicant asserts the applicant was not given her due process right to respond to
evidence in the record.

Section 212(a)(6)(C)(i) of the Immigration and Nationality Act provides any alien who, by fraud or willfully
misrepresenting a material fact, seeks to procure a visa, other documentation, or admission into the United States
or other benefit provided under this chapter is inadmissible.

Section 244(c) of the Act, and the related regulations in 8 C.F.R. § 244.2, provide that an applicant who is a
national of a foreign state designated by the Attorney General is eligible for TPS only if such alien establishes that
he or she:

(a) Is a national of a state designated under section 244(b) ofthe Act;

(b) Has been continuously physically present in the United States since the effective date of
the most recent designation of that foreign state;

(c) Has continuously resided in the United States since such date as the Attorney General may
designate;

(d) Is admissible as an immigrant except as provided under section 244.3;

(e) Is not ineligible under 8 C.F.R. § 244.4; and

(t) (1) Registers for Temporary Protected Status during the initial registration
period announced by public notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER, or

(2) During any subsequent extension of such designation if at the time of the
initial registration period:

(i) The applicant is a nonimmigrant or has been granted
voluntary departure status or any relief from removal;

(ii) The applicant has an application for change of status,
adjustment of status, asylum, voluntary departure, or any relief
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from removal which is pending or subject to further review or
appeal;

(iii) The applicant is a parolee or has a pending request for
reparole; or

(iv) The applicant is a spouse or child of an alien currently
eligible to be a TPS registrant.

(g) Has filed an application for late registration with the appropriate Service
director within a 60-day period immediately following the expiration or
termination of conditions described in paragraph (f)(2) of this section.

Persons applying for TPS offered to Liberians must demonstrate continuous residence in the United States
since October 1, 2002, and continuous physical presence since August 25, 2004. The initial registration
period for Liberians was from August 25, 2004, through February 21, 2005.

The burden of proof is upon the applicant to establish that he or she meets the above requirements. Applicants
shall submit all documentation as required in the instructions or requested by CIS. 8 C.F.R. § 244.9(a). The
sufficiency of all evidence will be judged according to its relevancy, consistency, credibility, and probative value.
To meet his or her burden of proof, the applicant must provide supporting documentary evidence of eligibility
apart from his or her own statements. 8 C.F.R. § 244.9(b).

The district director determined that the applicant was, in fact, The director noted a
long history offraud with CIS, and CIS is unable to determine her actual identity. The record contains a filing by
the applicant under the name for permanent resident status. That application was denied on
November 23, 1999, because it was determined the applicant's spouse had misrepresented his identity, and the
applicant herself had misrepresented material facts. During an interview with a CIS officer the applicant
produced a number of fake identification cards, and admitted to the officer that she had purchased them as part of
a package. The director subsequently denied that application on October 13, 2006. In denying this application
the director also cited a report from the Forensic Document Library concluding that the birth certificate submitted
by the applicant was fraudulent, and denied the application because the applicant had failed to establish her
identity and nationality.

On appeal counsel for the applicant asserts the applicant was not given her due process rights and should have
been given a chance to respond. In support the applicant has submitted another Liberian birth certificate.

The first issue in this matter is the applicant's admissibility. Counsel failed to articulate any assertions with regard
to the applicant's false claim of identity, or inadmissibility due to a finding of fraud. Thus, the director was correct
in his conclusion that the applicant is inadmissible, and the decision on this issue will be affirmed.

The second issue in this matter is the applicant's nationality. On appeal the counsel asserts the applicant should
have been given a chance to submit another birth certificate. However, as the application was denied as a matter
of law, the director's exercise of discretion was moot. Nonetheless, as the AAO reviews cases on a de novo basis,
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this issue will be discussed. See Spencer Enterprises, Inc. v. United States, 229 F. Supp. 2d 1025, 1043 (E.D.
Cal. 2001), affd. 345 F.3d 683 (9th Cir. 2003); see also Dor v. INS, 891 F.2d 997, 1002 n. 9 (2d Cir.
1989)(noting that the AAO reviews appeals on a de novo basis).

Counsel fails to address the fact that the applicant had on a prior occasion submitted a fraudulent birth certificate,
and asserted the applicant was denied her due process rights to submit another birth certificate. This assertion has
no legal merit or basis in law. It is incumbent upon the applicant to resolve any inconsistencies in the record by
independent objective evidence, and attempts to explain or reconcile such inconsistencies, absent competent
objective evidence pointing to where the truth lies, will not suffice. Matter ofHo, 19 I&N Dec. 582 (BIA 1988).
Doubt cast on any aspect of the applicant's proof may lead to a reevaluation of the reliability and sufficiency of
the remaining evidence offered in support of the application. Counsel cites several cases, but these do not relate
to TPS, nor do they relate to the submission offraudulent national identity documents, and are thus not relevant to
these proceedings. Simply ignoring the director's finding and submitting a new document is not sufficient to
rehabilitate the credibility of the applicant, who has twice been found to have submitted fraudulent
documentation.

The birth certificate submitted on appeal was issued on July 2,2004, and is not contemporaneous with the birth
date listed therein. CIS has no means by which to verify the authenticity of this document, or of the documents
which may have been used to generate this certificate from the Liberian Ministry Of Health & Social Welfare.
The applicant's evidence is tainted by a lack of credibility, when viewed in an aggregate perspective given the
applicant's history of fraud and the little evidence which has been submitted, the record does not support that the
applicant is a national of Liberia, but is instead a citizen of Ghana. Thus, the director's decision to deny the
application because the applicant had failed to establish her national identity will also be affirmed.

The application will be denied for the above stated reasons, with each considered as an independent and
alternative basis for denial. An alien applying for temporary protected status has the burden of proving that
he or she meets the requirements enumerated above and is otherwise eligible under the provisions of section
244 of the Act. The applicant has failed to meet this burden.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.


