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

The Applicant, a native and citizen of the Dominican Republic, seeks a Certificate of Citizenship. See 
Nationality Act of 1940 (the 1940 Act)§§ 201(c), 205, Pub. L. No. 78-853, 54 Stat. 1137 (Oct. 14, 
1940), repealed by Immigration and Nationality Act, Pub. L. No. 82-414, 66 Stat. 163 (June 27, 1952). 
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. 

The District Director, New York, New York, denied the application and we dismissed the 
subsequent appeal. The matter is now before us on a motion to reopen and a motion to reconsider. 
Upon review, we will deny the motions as untimely filed. 

A motion must be filed within 33 calendar days of the date that the unfavorable decision was served 
by mail. 8 C.F.R. §§ 103.5(a)(l)(i), 103.8(b). The filing date is the day USCIS receives the motion 
at the designated filing location, not the date an applicant mailed the motion. 8 C.F.R. 
§ 103.2(a)(7)(i). We may, in our discretion, excuse an applicant's failure to file a motion to reopen 
before the filing period expires if the applicant demonstrates that the delay was reasonable and 
beyond the applicant's control. 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(l)(i). However, no such exemption applies to a 
motion to reconsider. See id. 

On February 10, 2011, we dismissed the Applicant's appeal and served the unfavorable de.cision by 
mail. The decision stated that the Applicant may file a motion within 30 days. USCIS received the 
motion on July 30, 2014, which is more than three years after the service date of the unfavorable 
decision. 

We note that the appellate record now contains a photocopy of a U.S. passport issued to the 
Applicant on March 12, 2014. However, the Applicant does not argue, and the record does not 
contain sufficient evidence to support the conclusion, that the 140-day filing delay between 
obtaining the U.S. passport on March 12 and USCIS' receipt of the motions on July 30, 2014, was 
either reasonable or beyond the Applicant's control. Therefore, we must deny the motions as 
untimely. ' 
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ORDER: The motion to reopen is denied. 

FURTHER ORDER: The motion to reconsider is denied. 
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