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DISCUSSION: The Director, California Service Center, denied the employment-based imrhigrant visa petition.
The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be sustained and
the petition will be approved.

The petitioner is the mother church of the Church of Scientology. It seeks to classify the beneficiary as a
special immigrant religious worker pursuant to section 203(b)(4) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the
Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1153(b)(4), to perform services as a member of the Sea Organization, a religious order of the
Church of Scientology. The director determined that the petitioner had not established that the beneficiary’s
position qualifies as either a religious occupation or a religious vocation.

The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 204.5(m)(2) defines “religious vocation” as a calling to religious life evidenced by
the demonstration of commitment practiced in the religious denomination, such as the taking of vows.
Examples of individuals with a religious vocation include, but are not limited to, nuns, monks, and religious
brothers and sisters.

In a letter dated September 27, 2003 — who holds an unspecified position with the petitioning
" organization, describes the beneficiary’s work:

[The beneficiary] became a Scientologist in 1988 and became a Sea Organization Member in
1989. In July 2001, [the beneficiary] came to Los Angeles, and took up her position relating
to a specific area of Church scriptures. She has also worked in the area of getting Church
religious programs accomplished. . . .

[The petitioner] has staff qualifications requiring Sea Organization membership. . . .

Sea Organization members devote their lives to their religion; they live in community with
other Sea Organization members and wear specific uniforms. Their meals, housing, clothes,
medical and dental care are provided by the Church. Each member additionally receives a
small weekly allowance currently $50.00 per week and occasional small bonuses.

The director concluded that the petitioner had not demonstrated that the Sea Organization is a religious order,
whose members qualify as workers in a religious vocation.

The Church of Scientology has provided various documents and affidavits discussing the Sea Organization.
Upon careful consideration of these materials, the AAO is satisfied that the Sea Organization qualifies as a
religious order, and that its members practice a religious vocation. Because a discussion of specific duties is
germane to religious occupations, but not religious vocations, we need not analyze the beneficiary’s exact
duties in any detail.

Having concluded that the Sea Organization is a religious order, we must now determine whether or not the
beneficiary has been a full member of that order since at least two years prior to the petition’s September 30,
2003 filing date, as required by section 101(a)(27}CXiii) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1101(2)(27)(C)(iii}, and
8 C.F.R. §§ 204.5(m)(1) and (3)(ii))}(A). The record contains copies of several certificates, including a “Sea
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Organization Contract of Employment,” which reads, in part, “I contract myself to the Sea Organization for
the next billion years,” signed by the beneficiary and dated January 8, 1989.

The director, in denying the petition, observed that the Sea Org “Contract of Employment” is not a decisive
instrument of membership in the Sea Org, and that the petitioner had not shown that the beneficiary is in fact
a full member” of the Sea Organization. On appeal, the petitioner submits materials concerning the various
steps required to join the Sea Organization, such as completion of the Estates Project Force (EPF) and review
by a Fitness Board. From materials made available to us, we have concluded that an individual who has
successfully passed review by the Fitness Board can be considered a member of the Sea Organization (as opposed
to a recruit, who is not a full member). Therefore, the petitioner can establish that the beneficiary possesses the
relevant experience by submitting church records showing that the beneficiary passed the Fitness Board at least
two years before September 30, 2003 and continuously engaged in the vocation during that time.

In a supplement to the appeal, the petitioner submits copies of church documents dating from the early 1990s,
indicating that the petitioner became a full member of the Sea Org in February 1989, more than fourteen years
prior to the petition’s September 2003 filing date. The record contains no contradictory evidence that would cast
doubt on the information shown on the documents submitted on appeal or show that the beneficiary engaged in
disqualifying outside employment during the relevant two-year period.

Pursuant to the above discussion, the petitioner has overcome the stated grounds for denial. Upon review of the
record, we see no readily apparent obstacle to the approval of the petition. The burden of proof in these
proceedings rests solely with the petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361. The petitioner has sustained
that burden. Accordingly, the decision of the director denying the petition will be withdrawn and the petition will

be approved.

ORDER: The appeal is sustained and the petition is approved.



