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DISCUSSION: The application was denied by the Director, Vermont Service Center, and is now before the 
Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The case will be remanded. 

The applicant is a native and citizen of El Salvador who is seeking Temporary Protected Status (TPS) under 
section 244 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. fj 1254. 

The director denied the application on May 8,2003 for abandonment because the applicant failed to respond to a 
request for additional evidence andlor information. 

The applicant filed an appeal and that appeal is now before the AAO. 

On March 24, 2004, the director requested that the case be remanded to the VSC. Accordingly, without 
addressing the merits of the case, the appeal will be remanded to the director for fbrther processing in accordance 
with his request. 

It is noted, however, that receipts submitted by the applicant on appeal appear to contain conflicting Social 
Security numbers. It is also noted that the applicant's pay receipts indicate that he is married with six exemptions. 
However, on his TPS application he states he is single. 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. 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, in fact, lies, will not suffice. Matter of Ho, 19 I&N Dec. 582 (BL4 1988). 

As always in these proceedings, the burden of proof rests solely with the applicant. Section 291 of the Act, 8 
U.S.C. fj 1361. 

ORDER: The director's decision is withdrawn. The case is remanded to the director for 
further consideration and action. 


