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u.s. Citizenship 
and Immigration 
Services 

FILE: __ 

APPLICATION: Application for Certificate of Citizenship under Former Sections 321 and 322 of 

the Immigration and Nationality Act: H U.S.c. ~~ 1432 and 1433 (2000) 

ON 13EHALF OF APPLICANT: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Encloscd please find the decision of the Administrative Appcals Office in your casc. All of thc 

documents related to this matter have heen returned to the office that originally decided your case. Please 

he advised that any further inquiry that you might have cOIlcerning your case must he malk to that otliu:. 

If you believe the AAO inappropriately applied the law in reaching its decision, or you have additional 
information that you wish to have considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen 
in accordance with the instructions on Form 1-29013, Noticc of Appeal or Motion, with a fce of $630, or a 
request for a fcc waiver. The specific requirements for filing such a motion can he found at K C.F.R. 
~ lOTS. Do not file any motion directly with the AAO. Plcase he awarc that H C.F.R. ~ 103.5(a)( l)(i) 
requires any motion to he filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or 
reopen. 
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(b) Upon approval of the application ... [and] upon taking and subscribing before an 
officer of the Service within the United States to the oath of allegiance required by this 
chapter of an applicant for naturalization, the child shall become a citizen of the United 
States and shall be furnished by the Attorney General [Secretary] with a certificate of 
citizenship. 

The AAO notes that, whether or not an applicant satisfied the requirements set forth in former 
section 322(a) of the Act, he is required to establish that his application for citizenship was 
approved, and that he took the oath of allegiance, prior to his eighteenth birthday. The applicant in 
the present case did not meet the requirements set forth in former section 322(b) of the Act because 
he did not apply for a certificate of citizenship before he turned 18, because no such application was 
adjudicated or approved, and because he did not take an oath of allegiance prior to his eighteenth 
birthday. 

The applicant bears the burden of proof to establish his eligibility for citizenship under the Act. 
Section 341 of the Act, 8 U.S.c. § 1452; 8 C.F.R. § 341.2(c). Here, the applicant has not 
established that he met all of the conditions for the automatic derivation of U.S. citizenship 
pursuant to former section 321 of the Act or that an application for a certificate of citizenship 
under former section 322 of the Act was filed, adjudicated and approved before his eighteenth 
birthday. Accordingly, the appeal will be dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


