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The Applicant, a native and citizen of El Salvador, seeks a Certificate of Citizenship. See Immigration 
and Nationality Act (the Act) section 321, 8 U.S.C. ~ 1432, repealed by Sec. 103(a), title I. Child 
Citizenship Act of 2000, Pub. L. No. 106-395, 114 Stat. 1631 (2000). 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. Generally. an 
individual claiming automatic U.S. citizenship after birth and who was born between December 24, 
1952, and February 27, 1983, must meet the last of cetiain conditions by February 26, 2001. For 
individuals born to foreign national parents, only one of whom naturalized before the individual turned 
18 years of age, the individual may become a U.S. citizen if one of three conditions are met: that 
individual's non-naturalized parent is deceased; the U.S. citizen parent has custody over the individual 
after a legal separation or divorce; or, if the individual was born to unmarried parents and is claiming to 
be a U.S. citizen through a naturalized mother, the father must not have made the individual his 
legitimate child. 

The Director of the San Bernardino, California, Field Office denied the application, concluding that 
the Applicant did not meet the requirements to derive citizenship from his father, who became a U.S. 
citizen through naturalization after the Applicant's birth, under former section 321 of the Act. The 
Director also determined that the Applicant was ineligible to derive citizenship under current section 
320 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 143L because he was over the age of 18 when that provision went into 
effect on February 27, 2001. The Applicant did not contest this finding on appeal or on motion to 
reconsider. 

We dismissed the Applicant's appeal, finding that the record insufficiently demonstrated that the 
Applicant satisfied requirements under section 321 of the Act. We subsequently denied the 
Applicant's motion to reconsider, finding that the Applicant had not established that our prior 
decision was incorrect as a matter oflaw or policy. See 8 C.F.R. ~ l 03.5(a)(3 ). 

The matter is now before us on a second motion to reconsider. Upon review, we will deny the 
motion. 

U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) must dismiss a motion that does not satisfy 
applicable requirements. 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(4). A motion to reconsider must state the reasons for 
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reconsideration and be supported by any pertinent decisions to establish that the decision was based 
on an incorrect application of law or USCIS policy. 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(3). A motion "'is not a 
process by which a party may submit, in essence, the same brief presented on appeal [or a motion to 
reopen or reconsider an appeal] and seek reconsideration by generally alleging error." Malter of' 0-
S-G-, 24 I&N Dec. 56, 58 (BIA 2006). 

The Applicant submitted a brief in support of the motion before us. However. the substance of the 
brief is predominantly a verbatim copy of language in the brief submitted in support of the prior 
motion to reconsider. In addition to being, in essence, the same brief presented in support of the 
preceding motion to reconsider, the brief does not reference a specific law or USCIS policy 
regarding the requested benefit, or any pertinent decision to establish that our prior decision was 
based on an incorrect application of a law or policy. Therefore, we must deny this motion to 
reconsider because it does not satisfy applicable requirements. 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(3)-(4): Malter of 
0-S-G-, 24 I&N Dec. at 58. 

ORDER: The motion to reconsider is denied. 
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