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The Applicant, who was born in Mexico, seeks a Certificate of Citizenship indicating he acquired U.S. 
citizenship at birth through his mother. See Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act) section 
301(a)(7), 8 U.S.C. § 1401(a)(7), 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, and who was born to 
married parents between December 24, 1952, and November 14, 1986, one parent must have been 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 Director of the Harlingen, Texas Field Office denied the application. The Director concluded 
that the Applicant did not establish he acquired U.S. citizenship at birth, because he did not present 
sufficient evidence to show he was born to a U.S. citizen parent. Specifically, the Director found the 
Applicant did not demonstrate that his great-grandmother was a U.S. citizen, thus she did not 
transmit U.S. citizenship to her daughter (the Applicant's maternal grandmother), who, in tum, did 
not transmit U.S. citizenship to the Applicant's mother. 

On appeal, the Applicant asserts his mother was a U.S. citizen at the time of his birth, as she derived 
U.S. citizenship through his great-grandmother, and submits additional evidence to show his great
grandmother was born in the United States. 

Upon de novo review, we will dismiss the appeal, as we find that the Applicant has not established 
by a preponderance of the evidence that his mother was a U.S. citizen at the time of his birth. 

I. LAW 

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 
Naturalization Service, 24 7 F .3d 1026, 1029 n.3 (9th Cir. 2001) (internal quotation marks and 
citation omitted). 



.

Matter of H-C-G-G-

Because the Applicant was born abroad, he is presumed to be a foreign national and bears the burden 
of establishing his 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 his 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)). 

A. Law in Effect at the Time of the Applicant's Birth 

The Applicant was born in 1972 to married parents. The Applicant's father was a foreign 
national at the time of his birth. The record reflects that his mother became a U.S. citizen through 
naturalization in March 1999, when the Applicant was 26 years old. He claims, however, that his 
mother was born a U.S. citizen- specifically, that she derived citizenship through her mother (the 
Applicant's grandmother), who in turn derived citizenship from her own mother (the Applicant's 
great-grandmother). On this basis, the Applicant seeks a Certificate of Citizenship indicating that he 
acquired U.S. citizenship at birth from his U.S. citizen mother. 

If the Applicant's mother was a U.S. citizen at the time of his birth in 1972, the Applicant's 
citizenship claim would fall within the provisions of former section 301(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. 

B. Law in Effect at the Time of the Applicant's Great-Grandmother's Birth 

The Applicant's mother's claim, however, is dependent upon his contention that his great
grandmother was a U.S. citizen at birth in 1883. Under the Civil Rights Act of April 9, 1866 (14 
Statutes at Large 27), persons born in the United States acquired U.S. citizenship at birth. The 
provisions of the Act of April 9, 1866, were reenacted in 1878 as Section 1992 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

II. ANALYSIS 

In order to establish that he acquired U.S. citizenship at birth from his mother pursuant to former 
section 301(a)(7) of the Act, the Applicant must first show that his mother was a U.S. citizen at the 
time of his birth. Again, the Applicant asserts that his mother was a U.S. citizen at birth through 
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acquisition of U.S. citizenship from her mother, who was born to a U.S. citizen, the Applicant's 
great-grandmother. The Applicant does not submit evidence, such as U.S. birth certificates or 
Certificates of Citizenship, to show that either his mother or his grandmother was a U.S. citizen at 
the time of birth. Therefore, the preliminary issue in this case is whether the Applicant can 
demonstrate that his great-grandmother was born in the United States, and, as such was a U.S. 
citizen at the time of his grandmother's birth. 

The Director determined that the Applicant did not establish the claimed U.S. citizenship because the 
evidence he submitted was insufficient to establish his great-grandmother was born in the United 
States, and we agree. He has submitted insufficient evidence to show she transmitted U.S. 
citizenship to her descendants, including the Applicant. 

A. Citizenship ofthe Applicant's Great-Grandmother 

The evidence the Applicant submitted does not demonstrate that his great-grandmother was a U.S. 
citizen through birth in the United States as claimed. The record includes a copy of what appears to 
be a January 1962 extract of a birth record for the great-grandmother, registered in 1883 in 

Mexico, indicating that the child was born at '' 
Texas" on , 1882. The document, in Spanish, seems to indicate that certain individuals 
registered the birth in Mexico. Any document in a foreign language must be accompanied by a full 
English language translation. 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(3). The translator must certify that the English 
language translation is complete and accurate, and that the translator is competent to translate from 
the foreign language into English. Id Here, the Applicant only provided an incomplete translation 
of this birth record, titled a "Summary Translation of a Birth Certificate." There is no complete 
translation of the birth document. Because the Applicant did not submit a properly certified, 
complete English language translation of the document, we cannot meaningfully determine whether 
the translated material is accurate or whether it supports the Applicant's claims. Moreover, the 
Applicant does not explain why a person born in Texas in 1882 would have a birth 
certificate registered in Mexico in 1883. 

The baptismal certificates submitted are also insufficient to demonstrate the great-grandmother's 
United States birth. He initially submitted a Certificate of Baptism dated August 2014 for his great
grandmother, which indicates she was born on 1882, and was baptized on January 9, 
1883. This August 2014 certificate reflects the place of birth is "not stated." On appeal, the 
Applicant submits a second· baptismal certificate, dated in August 2016, and now indicates that she 
was born in Texas. The Applicant states on appeal that the 
previous baptismal certificate did not indicate a place of birth, but an extensive search of church 
records reflected that his great-grandmother was born in Texas. The Applicant does not, however, 
indicate what newly-discovered church records on a 1883 baptism were found and referenced 
between 2014 and 2016, when the first and second baptism certificates were issued. 

There are other unexplained discrepancies between the documents which cast doubt on the reliability 
of these baptismal certificates. The baptismal certificates reflect different spellings for the great 
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grandmother and her parents' surnames. Moreover, the 2014 baptism certificate reflects the 
information was found in "Bk. 1 Pg. 70 #9" of the baptism register, whereas the 2016 certificate does 
not specifY where the information for the certificate ·is from. In light of these issues, we cannot give 
significant weight to the information on the baptism certificates. 

As further evidence of the great-grandmother's birth in the United States, the Applicant provided a 
copy of the marriage certificate of the great -great -grandparents, indicating that they were married in 

1881 in _ Texas. He also submitted a copy of an August 2016 baptismal 
certificate of his great-grandmother's brother, which indicates he was born in 1883 in 

Texas, and baptized in January 1884 in Texas. Neither 
document, though, establishes that the Applicant's great-grandmother was born in Texas. 

Based on the above, we find the Applicant has not demonstrated, by a preponderance of the 
evidence, that his great-grandmother was born in the United States. 1 As such, he has not provided 
sufficient evidence to show her descendants, including the Applicant, acquired U.S. citizenship as 
claimed. 

III. CONCLUSION 

The Applicant has not established he acquired U.S. citizenship from his mother pursuant to former 
section 301(a)(7) of the Act, because he has not demonstrated his mother was a U.S. citizen at the 
time of his birth. The Applicant is therefore not eligible for a Certificate of Citizenship. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 

Cite as Matter of H-C-G-G-, ID# 286101 (AAO June 13, 2017) 

1 
Although between 1907 and 1922 there was a statutory provision requiring a U.S. citizen woman's expatriation upon 

marriage to a noncitizen, we need not reach that issue here because the Applicant has not demonstrated that his great
grandmother was, in fact, a U.S. citizen. See Act of March 2, 1907, Pub. L. 59-193, 34 Stat. 1228. 
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