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Non-Precedent Decision of the 
Administrative Appeals Office 

DATE: JULY 17,2017 

APPEAL OF ATLANTA, GEORGIA FIELD OFFICE DECISION 

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

The Applicant, who was born at a hospital in the Philippines, seeks a Certificate of 
Citizenship. See Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act) section 301(a)(3), 8 U.S.C. § 140l(a)(3), 
amended by Act of Oct. 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, who was born between December 24, 1952, ·and November 14, 
1986, to married U.S. citizen p~rents, one of the parents must have resided in the United States before 
the indiyidual's birth. 

The Director of the Atlanta, Georgia, Field Office denied the application, determining that the 
Applicant did not establish that both her parents were U.S. citizens at the time of her birth, as 
required under former section 301(a)(3) of the Act.' 

On appeal, the Applicant contends that the evidence submitted into the record establishes by a 
preponderance of the evidence that both her parents were U.S. citizens at the time of her birth as they 
were both born in the United States, and that she therefore qualifies for U.S. citizenship. 

Upon de novo review, we will sustain the appeal. 

I. LAW 

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

1 The law in effect at the time of the Applicant's birth in was former section 30 I (a)(3) of the Act. The Act of 
October I 0, 1978, redesignated section 30 I (a)(3) of the Act as section 301 (c) of the Act; however, the requirements for 
acquiring U.S. citizenship under the redesignation did not change after the Act of October I 0, 1978. 
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The Applicant indicates she was born in the Philippines on to two U.S. citizen 
parents who were married. Accordingly, her citizenship claim falls within the provisions of former 
section 301(a)(3) ofthe Act, which provided, in pertinent part: 

The following shall be nationals and citizens of the United States at birth: 

a person born outside of the United States and its outlying possessions of parents both 
ofwhom are citizens ofthe United States and one of whom has had a residence in the 
United States or one of its outlying possessions, prior to the birth of such person .... 

Because the Applicant was born abroad, she is presumed to be a foreign national and bears the 
burden of establishing her claim to U.S. citizenship by a preponderance of credible evidence. See 
Matter of Baires-Larios, 24 I&N Dec. 467, 468 (BIA 2008). 

The "preponderance of the evidence" standard requires that the record demonstrate that the 
Applicant's claim is "probably true," based on the · specific facts of her case. See Matter of 
Chawathe, 25 I&N Dec. 369, 376 (AAO 2010) (citing Matter of E-M-, 20 I&N Dec. 77, 79-80 
(Comm'r 1989)). 

II. ANALYSIS 

The issue in this case is whether the Applicant can establish that both her parents were U.S. citizens 
at the time she was born in The Applicant also needs to demonstrate that one of her parents 
resided in the United States prior to her birth. Former section 301(a)(3) of the Act. 

The Applicant submitted a Certificate of Live Birth, issued at 
Republic of the Philippines, which indicates she was born on at a hospital on the 

The certificate further indicates that her father was a staff sergeant with 
that both her parents were born in Alabama, and that they 

were married in 1971 in Michigan. 

The record includes a copy of her mother's birth certificate, showing she was born in 
Alabama, on with the name L-R-2

. The marriage certificate of the 
Applicant's parents and the Certificate of Live Birth of the Applicant, also list her mother as 
L-R-,rborn in Alabama. We therefore find that the Applicant established that her mother was 
a U.S. citizen at the time of the Applicant' s birth. _/ 

The Applicant's certificate of live birth lists her father as M-, born in Alabama, age 
23, a staff sergeant with The 1971 marriage certificate for the 
Applicant's parents shows the groom as M-, born in Alabama. The 
Applicant's father's 1971 DD Form 214, Certificate of Release or Discharge from Active Duty list 

2 
Initials are used throughout this decision to protect the individuals ' identities. 
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his date of birth as and her father ' s 2010 Certificate of Military Service both list his 
place of birth as Alabama. We therefore find that the Applicant established that her father 
was a U.S. citizen at the time of the Applicant's birth. 

We now tum to the question of whether at least one of the Applicant's parents resided in the United 
States prior to her birth, as required by former section 301(a)(3) ofthe Act. The Applicant submits 
on appeal a social security statement for her mother, showing that prior to the Applicant's birth, she 
had income in the United States during the years 1968, 1970, 1971 , and 1973. The Applicant has 
therefore established that her mother resided in the United States prior to the Applicant ' s birth. 

III. CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, the Applicant has demonstrated that both of her parents were U.S . citizens at 
the time of her birth, and at least one of her parents fulfilled the residency requirement of former 
section 301 ( a)(3 ) of the Act. She is therefore eligible for a Certificate of Citizenship. 

ORDER: The appeal is sustained. 

Cite as Matter of M-A-f11-, ID# 416100 (AAO July 17, 2017) 
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