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The Applicant, a native of the Dominican Republic, seeks a Certificate of Citizenship. See 
Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act)§ 321, 8 U.S.C. § 1432, repealed by Sec. 103(a), title I, Child 
Citizenship Act of2000, Pub. L. No. 106-395, 114 Stat. 1631 (2000). An individual born outside the 
United States who acquired U.S. citizenship at birth, or who automatically derived U.S. citizenship after 
birth but before the age of 18, may apply to receive a Certificate of Citizenship. 

In 2004, the Applicant filed a Form N-600, Application for Certificate of Citizenship. This Form 
N-600 was initially approved in 2006, but was subsequently cancelled in 2010. 1 The Director, 
National Benefits Center, rejected the Applicant's second Form N-600 in December 2014, as the 
Applicant had a previously filed and cancelled Form N-600, and the Code of Federal Regulations 
holds that when a certificate of citizenship has been denied, an applicant cannot file another Form 
N-600. See 8 C.P.R. § 341.5(e). The Director further dismissed a motion to reopen and reconsider on 
March 9, 2015. 

The Applicant appealed the Director's decision to deny that motion to reopen and reconsider in April 
2015. We dismissed that appeal in December 2015? 

In January 2016, the Applicant submitted a Form I-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, and indicated 
on the Form I-290B that he was filing an appeal of our decision to dismiss the appeal on his Form N-
600. See Part 3, Item 3 of the Form I-290B submitted by the Applicant. 

As explained on the cover sheet for our December 2015 decision, an applicant who believes we 
incorrectly decided a case may file a motion to us to reconsider our decision and/or reopen the 
proceeding. 8 C.P.R. § 1 03.5(a)(1 )(ii). There is nothing in the regulations allowing for an 

1 In May 2010, the District Director, New York, New York, issued a notice of intent to cancel the Applicant's Certificate 
of Citizenship pursuant to section 342 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1453. Following a response by the Applicant, the Director 
cancelled the Applicant's Certificate of Citizenship in September 2010. We dismissed an appeal of the Director's 
decision in January 2011, and we denied three subsequent motions in 2012,2013, and 2015. 
2 There is no record that the Applicant filed a Form I-290B in relation to our 2015 dismissal of his motion on the 
cancellation of his certificate of citizenship pursuant to section 342 of the Act. 
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administrative appeal of one of our decisions. Consequently, we will treat the Applicant's Form 
I-290B as a motion to reopen and reconsider. 

A motion to reopen must state the new facts to be proved in the reopened proceeding and be 
supported by affidavits or other documentary evidence. 8 C.P.R. § 103.5(a)(2). A motion to 
reconsider must: (1) state the reasons for reconsideration and be supported by any pertinent 
precedent decisions to establish that the decision was based on an incorrect application of law or 
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) policy; and (2) establish that the decision was 
incorrect based on the evidence of record at the time ofthe initial decision. 8 C.P.R.§ 103.5(a)(3). 

On January 4, 2016, counsel for the Applicant submitted a letter in conjunction with filing the Form 
I-290B in which he states that a detailed brief in support of the appeal (motion) will be forwarded 
within 30 days of filing the Form I-290B. To date, we have not received a brief or any further 
evidence to meet the requirements of a motion.3 Consequently, the motion to reopen and the motion 
to reconsider will be denied. 

ORDER: The motion to reopen is denied. 

FURTHER ORDER: The motion to reconsider is denied. 
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3 Even if we were able to accept the filing as an appeal, which we cannot, the Applicant's filing would have to be 
summarily dismissed, as the Applicant has not identified specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of 
fact for the appeal. 8 C.F.R. § 1 03.3(a)(l ). 
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