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It is well established that the requirements for citizenship, as set forth in the Act, are statutorily
mandated by Congress, and United States Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) lacks
statutory authority to issue a certificate of citizenship when an applicant fails to meet the relevant
statutory provisions set forth in the Act. A person may only obtain citizenship in strict compliance
with the statutory requirements imposed by Congress. INS v. Pangilinan, 486 U.S. 875, 885 (1988).
Even courts may not use their equitable powers to grant citizenship, and any doubts concerning
citizenship are to be resolved in favor of the United States. Id. at 883-84; see also United States v.
Manzi, 276 U.S. 463, 467 (1928) (stating that "citizenship is a high privilege, and when doubts exist
concerning a grant of it ... they should be resolved in favor of the United States and against the
claimant"). Moreover, “it has been universally accepted that the burden is on the alien applicant to
show his eligibility for citizenship in every respect." Berenyi v. District Director, INS, 385 U.S. 630,
637 (1967).

The burden of proof in citizenship cases is on the claimant to establish the claimed citizenship by a
preponderance of the evidence. See Section 341 of the Act, 8 US.C. § 1452; 8 CFR § 341.2. The

applicant has not met his burden of proof, and his appeal will be dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



