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DISCUSSION: The Director, Vermont Service Center, (“the director”) denied the application for T
nonimmigrant status. The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal.
The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The applicant seeks nonimmigrant classification under section 101(a)(15)(T)(i) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act (“the Act”), 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)(T)(i), as a victim of a severe form of
trafficking in persons. Section 101(a)(15)(T) of the Act provides, in pertinent part, that an applicant
may be classified as a T-1 nonimmigrant if he or she is:

(i) [S]ubject to section 214(0), an alien who the Secretary of Homeland Security, or in the case
of subclause (IlT)(aa) the Secretary of Homeland Security, in consultation with the Attorney
General, determines —

(I) is or has been a victim of a severe form of trafficking in persons, as defined in section
103 of the Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000,

(II) is physically present in the United States, American Samoa, or the Commonwealth of
the Northern Mariana Islands, or at a port of entry thereto, on account of such trafficking,
including physical presence on account of the alien having been allowed entry into the
United States for participation in investigative or judicial processes associated with an act
or a perpetrator of trafficking;

(IIT) (aa) has complied with any reasonable request for assistance in the Federal, State,
or Jocal investigation or prosecution of acts of trafficking or the investigation of crime
where acts of trafficking are at least one central reason for the commission of that crime;

(bb) in consultation with the Attorney General, as appropriate, is unable to cooperate with
a request described in item (aa) due to physical or psychological trauma; or

(cc) has not attained 18 years of age; and

(IV) the alien would suffer extreme hardship involving unusual and severe harm upon
removal [.]

The director denied the application for failure to establish that the applicant had complied with any
reasonable request for assistance from a law enforcement agency in the investigation or prosecution
of the trafficking or related crime. The director also found that the applicant is inadmissible to the
United States and failed to file an Application for Advance Permission to Enter as Nonimmigrant
(Form 1-192) to request a waiver of his inadmissibility.'

On appeal, counsel briefly asserts in a one-sentence statement that an Immigration Judge concluded
in her written decision that the applicant was a victim of trafficking from India.> The Interim Rule

' In addition to meeting the statutory eligibility requirements, an alien must be “otherwise
admissible” to qualify for T nonimmigrant status. 8 C.F.R. § 214.11(b).

? The record reflects that the applicant filed an Application for Asylum and for Withholding of
Removal (Form 1-589) while he was in removal proceedings at the Los Angeles Immigration Court.
An Immigration Judge denied the application on 2012 and ordered the applicant removed
to India.
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that implemented 107(e) of the Trafficking Victims Protection Act of 2000 clarifies that an applicant
for T nonimmigrant status must demonstrate that she or he has had contact with an appropriate law
enforcement agency with jurisdiction in the investigation or prosecution of acts of trafficking in
persons. See 67 Fed. Reg. 21 4784, 4788 (January 31, 2002). Counsel fails to articulate how the
Immigration Judge’s decision demonstrates that the applicant complied with reasonable requests for
assistance in the federal, state or local investigation of acts of trafficking or a related crime, as
required by section 101(a)(15)(T)(i)(IIT)(aa) of the Act.

An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any appeal when the party concerned
fails to identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact for the appeal.
8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v). In this case, counsel fails to identify any specific, erroneous conclusion of
law or statement of fact in the director’s decision. Consequently, the appeal must be summarily
dismissed in accordance with 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(v).

In visa petition proceedings, it is the petitioner's burden to establish eligibility for the immigration

benefit sought. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361; Matter of Otiende, 26 1&N Dec. 127, 128
(BIA 2013). Here, that burden has not been met.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed. The petition remains denied.




