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APPLICATION: FORMN-600, APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF CITIZENSHIP 

The Applicant, a native and citizen of the Philippines, seeks a Certificate of Citizenship. See 
Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act) § 320, 8 U.S.C. § 1431. An individual born outside the 
United States who acquired U.S. citizenship at birth, or who aut9matically derived U.S. citizenship after 
birth but before the age of 18, may apply to receive a Certificate of Citizenship. See section 341 (a) of 
the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1452(a). 

The Field Office Director, Yakima, Washington, denied the application. The Director concluded 
that because the Applicant resided in the Philippines, U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services 
(USCIS) did not have jurisdiction over the Applicant's citizenship claim. 

On appeal, the Applicant asserted that the Director's decision was in error as neither section 320 of 
the Act, nor the Form N-600, Application for Certificate of Citizenship, instructions require the 
Applicant to· be residing in the United States to file the form. While the Applicant indicated on 
appeal that he continued to reside in the Philippines, he requested us to reverse the Director's 
decision so that the adjudication of his Form N-600 could continue once he returned to the United 
States. 

We rejected the Applicant's appeal as improperly filed because it was submitted by an attorney 
without a valid Form G-28, Notice of Entry of Appearance as Attorney or Representative. We 
subsequently received a letter form the Applicant indicating that he has now returned to the United 
States. The letter was accompanied by a new, properly executed Form G-28. Based on this new 
information, we are reopening the matter on our own motion to issue a new decision for the record. 

Upon review, we will withdraw the Director's decision and remand the matter to the Director for 
further proceedings consistent with the foregoing opinion and entry of a new decision. 

I. LAW I 

Section 341(a) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1452, provides that a person who claims to have derived U.S. 
citizenship through naturalization of a parent may apply to the Secretary of Homeland Security for a 
certificate of citizenship, and that upon satisfaction that such person is a citizen, as claimed, the 
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Secretary shall furnish a certificate of citizenship, but only if such individual is at the time within the 
United States. 

The Secretary of Homeland Security has jurisdiction over the administration and enforcement of the 
Act within the United States. See section 103(a)(l) ofthe Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1103(a)(l). A citizenship 
claim made by an individual physically present outside of the United States may only be properly 
made before the U.S. Department of State (DOS) through a consular officer. Section 104(a) of the 
Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1104(a), provides, in pertinent part, that the "Secretary of State shall be charged with 
the administration and the enforcement of the provisions of this Act and all other immigration and 
nationality laws relating to ... (3) the determination of nationality of a person not in the United 
States." 

II. ANALYSIS 

The issue in these proceedings is whether USCIS has jurisdiction to adjudicate the Applicant's Form 
N-600, which was filed while the Applicant was in the Philippines. Upon review of the entire 
record, we conclude that while USCIS did not have jurisdiction over the Applicant's citizenship 
claim while he resided in the Philippines, it has such jurisdiction now that the Applicant is in the 
United States. 

In ,February 2015, the Applicant filed Form N-600 indicating that he derived U.S. citizenship 
through his U.S. citizen father pursuant to section 320 of the Act. On the Form N-600, the Applicant 
represented that he resided in the Philippines. The Director denied the Form N-600 concluding that 
because the Applicant resided outside the United States, jurisdiction over his U.S. citizenship fell 
within the authority ofthe U.S. Department of State, and not with USCIS. 

On appeal, the Applicant pointed out that Form N-600 instructions and section 320 of the Act do not 
state that an application for a Certificate of Citizenship may not be filed from abroad. Further, the 
Applicant asserted that pursuant to section 341(a) of the Act, which the Director cited as the basis for 
the adverse decision, he was not required to reside in the United States for the entire application 
period, but only at the time of administration of the oath of allegiance. 

While it is true that Form N-600 instructions do not specifically preclude filing of the Form N-
600 by applicants outside ofthe United States, sections 103(a)(l) and 104(a)(3) ofthe Act indicate 
that the Secretary of State has jurisdiction over claims of U.S. citizenship made by persons who are 
abroad, and the Secretary of Homeland Security has jurisdiction over the administration and 
enforcement of the Act within the United States. Accordingly, we agree with the Director that 
USCIS was without authority to consider the Applicant's citizenship claim while the Applicant 
resided outside the United States. 

I 

However, in December 2015, the Applicant notified USCIS of the Applicant's change of address in 
the United States. In addition, in June 2016, we received correspondence from the Applicant, as 
well as supporting documentation, stating that he now resides in the United States. Therefore, 
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because the Applicant has provided documentation indicating he is currently in the United States, 
adjudication of the Applicant's claim to U.S. citizenship is within the jurisdiction ofUSCIS. 

Ill. CONCLUSION 

The Applicant is now in the United States and jurisdiction over his citizenship claim rests with 
USCIS. Therefore; the reasons for the Director's adverse decision have been overcome. 
Accordingly, the Director's decision must be withdrawn and the Applicant's Form N-600 returned to 
the Director for adjudication on merits. 

ORDER: The decision of the Field Office Director, Yakima, Washington, is withdrawn. The 
matter is remanded to the Field Office Director, Yakima, Washington, for further 
proceedings consistent with the foregoing opinion and for entry of a new decision, 
which, if adverse, shall be certified to us for review. 
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