U.S. Department of Homeland Security
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services
Office of Administrative Appeals (AAO)
Massachusetts Ave., N.W., MS 2090
Washington, DC 20529-2090

(Re)\ U.S. Citizenship
%Ug and Immigration
o/ Services

(b)(6)

DATE: FEB {{ 2015  Office: VERMONT SERVICE CENTER  FILE:

IN RE: Applicant:

APPLICATION: Application for T Nonimmigrant Status under section 101(a)(15)(T)(i) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)(T)(i).

ON BEHALF OF APPLICANT:

SELF-REPRESENTED

INSTRUCTIONS:

Enclosed please find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) in your case.

This is a non-precedent decision. The AAO does not announce new constructions of law nor establish agency
policy through non-precedent decisions. If you believe the AAO incorrectly applied current law or policy to
your case or if you seek to present new facts for consideration, you may file a motion to reconsider or a
motion to reopen, respectively. Any motion must be filed on a Notice of Appeal or Motion (Form I-290B)
within 33 days of the date of this decision. Please review the Form I-290B instructions at

See also 8 C.F.R. § 103.5. Do not file a motion directly with the AAO.
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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 (AAQO) 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 (III)(aa) the Secretary of Homeland Security, in consultation with the Attorney
General, determines —

(D) 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 local 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: (1) is a victim of a
severe form of trafficking in persons; (2) is physically present in the United States on account of
such trafficking; (3) has complied with any reasonable request for assistance from a law enforcement
agency in the investigation or prosecution of the trafficking or related crime; and (4) would suffer
extreme hardship involving unusual and severe harm upon removal.

On appeal, the applicant fails to address any of the director’s specific grounds for denial and instead
requests that the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) review the evidence submitted below. The
applicant resubmits his previously filed personal statement and an article from the internet regarding

recruitment of Indian workers. The applicant fails to articulate how this article and
the evidence submitted below addresses any of the grounds for denial.
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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, the applicant 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 these 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); Matter of Chawathe, 25 1&N Dec. 369, 375 (AAO 2010). Here, that burden has not been met.

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



