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U.S. Citizenship 
and Immigration 
Services 

MATTER OF R-T-I-L-

Non-Precedent Decision of the 
Administrative Appeals Office 

DATE: NOV. 30, 2016 

APPEAL OF SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA FIELD OFFICE DECISION 

APPLICATION: FORM N-600, APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF CITIZENSHIP 

The Applicant, a native and citizen of Mexico, seeks a Certificate of Citizenship. See Immigration and 
Nationality Act (the Act) section 301(a)(7), 8 U.S.C. § 1401(a)(7), amended by Act of October 10, 
1978, Pub. L. No. 95-432, 92 Stat. 1046. 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. For an individual claiming to be a U.S. citizen at 
birth, and who was born to married parents between December 24, 1952, and November 14, 1986, one 
of the parents must be a U.S. citizen, and that parent must have been physically present in the United 
States for 10 years (with at least 5 years occurring after the age of 14) before the individual's birth. 

The Field Office Director, San Diego, California, denied the application. The Director concluded 
that the Applicant did not establish that his father was a U.S. citizen, or that the father was physically 
present in the United States for the requisite time period before the Applicant's birth. 

The matter is now before us on appeal. In the appeal, the Applicant provides a personal affidavit and 
a declaration from his father's former employer. The Applicant requests additional time to gather 
information regarding his father's birth and residence in the United States. As of the date of this 
notice, however, we have not received additional evidence or correspondence from the Applicant in 
support of the appeal. We will therefore consider the record complete. 

Upon de novo review, we will dismiss the appeal. 

I. LAW 

The record reflects that the Applicant was born in Mexico on to married parents. 
While the Applicant's birth certificate indicates that both his parents were Mexican, the Applicant 
claims that his father, now deceased, was born in the United States in and that he was therefore 
a U.S. citizen. The Applicant seeks a Certificate of Citizenship indicating that he acquired U.S. 
citizenship at birth from his father pursuant to former section 30l(a)(7) of the Act. 

The applicable law for transmitting citizenship to a child born abroad when one parent is a U.S. 
citizen is the statute that was in effect at the time of the child's birth. See Chau v. Immigration and 
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Naturalization Service , 247 F.3d 1026, 1029 n.3 (9th Cir. 2001) (internal quotation marks and 
citation omitted). 

The Applicant was born in to married parents, one of whom was a foreign national, and one, 
the Applicant claims, a U.S. citizen. Accordingly, if the Applicant can establish that he was born to 
a U.S. citizen parent, his citizenship claim would fall within the provisions of former section 
30l(a)(7) of the Act, which provided: 

[A] person born outside the geographical limits of the United States and its outlying 
possessions of parents one of whom is an alien, and the other a citizen of the United 
States who, prior to the birth of such person, was physically present in the United 
States or its outlying possessions for a period or periods totaling not less than ten 
years, at least five of which were after attaining the age of fourteen years: Provided, 
That any periods of honorable service in the Armed Forces of the United States by 
such citizen parent may be included in computing the physical presence requirements 
of this paragraph. 

The regulations at 8 C.F .R. § 341.1 provide that an application for a Certificate of Citizenship must be 
submitted on the form designated by U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS), and m 
accordance with the instructions on the form. 

The Form N-600, Application for Certificate of Citizenship, instructions state that acceptable proof of 
U.S. citizenship is a birth certificate showing birth in the United States; a Fonn N-550, Certificate of 
Naturalization; a Form N-560, Certificate of Citizenship; a Form FS-240, Repmt of Bitth Abroad of 
United States Citizen; or a valid unexpired U.S. passport. The instructions provide further that if a 
document is unavailable, an applicant must provide a written explanation of the unavailability and 
submit secondary evidence to establish eligibility. Secondary evidence may be a baptismal certificate, 
school record, a census record or, if those types of secondary evidence are not available, affidavits. The 
instructions explain that affidavits are written statements sworn to, or affirmed by two people who have 
personal knowledge of the claimed event. When affidavits are submitted, they must overcome the 
unavailability ofboth required documents and secondary evidence. See 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(2)(i). 

II. ANALYSIS 

The issue on appeal is whether the Applicant has established that his father was a U.S. citizen and, if 
so, whether the evidence demonstrates that the father was physically present in the United States for 
at least 10 years before the Applicant's birth, 5 of which were after the father's 14th birthday in 

The record includes, but is not limited to: the Applicant's birth certificate, his parents' marriage 
certificate, baptismal certificates of the father's siblings and the bitth certificate of the father's older 
sister, certificates of no birth record for the father, a copy of a U.S. passport application completed 
by the father, the father ' s declaration, and an affidavit from the father's sister. On appeal , the 
Applicant contends he is attempting to gather affidavits to show that his father was born in Arizona, 
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and submits an affidavit from his father's employer as evidence of his physical presence in the 
United States. Upon review of the entire record, we find that the preponderance of the evidence 
does not show that the Applicant's father was born in the United States, or that he acquired U.S. 
citizenship through other means. Because the Applicant has not established that his father was a 
U.S. citizen, we will not address the issue of whether the father meets the physical presence 
requirement under former section 301(a)(7) of the Act to transmit citizenship. 

A. U.S. Citizenship of the Applicant's Father 

The Applicant has not submitted primary evidence, such as his father's birth certificate or a copy of 
a valid U.S. passport to show that his father was a U.S. citizen. Instead, the Applicant has provided 
a certificate confirming that no birth record could be found for his father in the 1931- civil 
registry records of Mexico, and a similar certificate from Arizona, indicating that there 
is no record of the father's birth in Arizona between 1920 and 1939. 

1. Father's Declaration 

To overcome the unavailability of primary evidence of his father's U.S. citizenship, the Applicant 
has provided a declaration the father executed in 2001. In this declaration, the Applicant's father 
explains that he did not know that he was a U.S. citizen until his sister told him that that he was born 
in Arizona in and that his parents were also born in Arizona. The father claims that he did not 
attend school in the United States because the family was poor, indicating lack of documentary 
evidence of his early life in the United States. The father adds that he went to live in Mexico with 
his older brother in 1944, when their mother died. He started coming to the United States in 1949 
and worked as a car mechanic in California for 3-6 months each year since then until approximately 
1983. 

2. Affidavit of the Father's Sister 

To support his father's claim of birth in the United States, the Applicant has submitted an affidavit 
from the father's older sister. However, her testimony is inconsistent with the father's declaration 
and other evidence in the record. The sister states that the Applicant's father was delivered by a 
midwife in Arizona. She goes on to say that she and all her siblings were born in 
Arizona, and that her father and her aunt owned real estate in the area in Arizona. The 
affidavit is accompanied by the delayed birth certificate of the father's sister. This certificate 
indicates that the sister was born in Arizona in and that her parents were born in Mexico. 
Accordingly, the information on the sister's birth certificate conflicts with the father's statement that 
both his parents were U.S. citizens born in Arizona. The Applicant has not provided any other 
affidavits regarding his father's claimed birth in the United States, or any other evidence, such as the 
1930 and 1940 census records, or Arizona property records, to support father's sister's statements 
about the family's residence and real estate ownership in the area at the time the Applicant's 
father was born. 
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3. Other Evidence 

The remaining documents the Applicant presented do not show that his father was born in the United 
States, as claimed. While the record includes copies of the baptismal certificates ofthe father's older 
siblings, the certificates indicate that the siblings were born and baptized in Arizona between 
and many years before the father's birth in Accordingly, these certificates do not tend to 
establish that the father's family resided in the United States in when the father claims he was 
born. The Applicant has not submitted evidence to show that his father was baptized in the United 
States like his older siblings, an-d he has not explained whether such a record was unavailable. The 
evidence includes a copy of the father's 2001 U.S. passport application, on which he represented that 
both his parents were U.S. citizens born in Arizona, and that he was born in Arizona as well. 
However, as stated above, the information on the birth certificate of the father's sister contradicts the 
fat.her's claim that his parents were born in the United States, and the Applicant has not submitted 
copies of documents included with the passport application. 

B. Standard of Proof 

The "preponderance of the evidence" standard requires that the evidence demonstrate that the 
Applicant's claim is "probably true," where the determination of"truth" is made based on the factual 
circumstances of each individual case. Matter ofE-M-, 20 I&N Dec. 77, 79-80 (Comm'r 1989). In 
evaluating the evidence, Matter of E-M- also stated that "[t]ruth is to be determined not by the 
quantity of evidence alone but by its quality." ld. Thus, in adjudicating the application pursuant to 
the preponderance of the evidence standard, USCIS must examine each piece of evidence for 
relevance, probative value, and credibility, both individually and within the context of the totality of 
the evidence, to determine whether the fact to be proven is probably true. Even if USCIS has some 
doubt as to the truth, if the Applicant submits relevant, probative, and credible evidence that leads 
the agency to believe that the claim is "probably true" or "more likely than not," the Applicant has 
satisfied the standard ofproof. See US v. Cardozo-Fonseca, 480 U.S. 421 (1987) (defining "more 
likely than not" as a greater than 50 percent probability of something occurring). If USCIS can 
articulate a material doubt that leads it to believe that the claim is probably not true, then USCIS 
may deny the application. Matter ofChawathe, 25 I&N Dec. 369, 376 (AAO 2010). 

The Applicant submitted only one affidavit attesting to his father ' s birth in the United States. This 
affidavit is not accompanied by primary corroborative evidence to support the affiant's statements. 
Depending on the specificity, detail, and credibility of an affidavit, letter or statement, U.S. 
Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) may give the document more or less persuasive 
weight in a proceeding. In addition, the Board of Immigration Appeals (the Board) has held that 
testimony should not be disregarded simply because it is "self-serving." See. e.g., Matter of S-A-, 
22 I&N Dec. 1328, 1332 (BIA 2000) (citations omitted). However, the Board has also held that the 
introduction of corroborative testimonial and documentary evidence, where available, is not only 
encouraged, but required. Jd. If testimonial evidence lacks specificity, detail , or credibility, there is 
a greater need for the affected party to submit corroborative evidence. Matter of Y-B-, 21 I&N Dec. 
1136 (BIA 1998). 
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We find that the evidence the Applicant submitted is insufficient to establish that the father was born 
in the United States. The father's declaration is based on the information relayed to him by his 
sister, and it is not supported by evidence of the claimed U.S. citizenship. The sister's affidavit 
states only that the father was delivered by a midwife in Arizona, but it does not provide additional 
details on this, such as information and documents regarding the family's residence at the time, 
explanation of the sister's knowledge of her brother's exact date of birth, or information about birth 
registration with civil or religious authorities. In absence of other primary evidence to support the 
affiant's statements, we cannot give this single affidavit substantial evidentiary weight. We 
conclude, therefore, that the affidavit does not overcome the lack of relevant primary and secondary 
evidence to demonstrate that the Applicant's father was born in the United States, or that he 
otherwise acquired U.S. citizenship before the Applicant's birth in The Applicant has not 
submitted any other evidence that would tend to establish that his father was likely born in the 
United States as claimed. 

Becau~e the Applicant has not established that his father was a U.S. citizen, we do not reach the 
issue of whether the father has satisfied the U.S. physical presence requirement of former section 
301(a)(7) prior to the Applicant's birth in Mexico. 

III. CONCLUSION 

It is the Applicant's burden to establish the claimed citizenship by a preponderance of the evidence. 
Section 341(a) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1452(a); 8 C.F.R. § 341.2(c). The Applicant has not met that 
burden because he has not demonstrated that he was born to a U.S. citizen parent. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 

Cite as Matter ofR-T-1-L-, ID# 10611 (AAO Nov. 30, 2016) 
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