This cover letter is for smuggling turned trafficking cases
-Please highlight the trafficking, not the smuggling.
-Do not highlight any extortion attempts. While the trafficker may have also held a person for the purpose of extortion, USCIS will only focus on the extortion if you mention it.
-This cover letter is just a template. Please go over it line by line, editing it to your client’s specific situation.
[DATE]
Via [MAIL SERVICE]
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services
[Check Current Service Center]
Attn: I-914
[Check Current Service Center Address]

RE: T visa application for [FULL NAME], DOB: [DOB]
Dear Officer:
I represent [FULL NAME] (“[FIRST NAME]”) pro bono in connection with [his/her] application for T nonimmigrant status. My G-28 is enclosed. Please find enclosed [NAME]’s I-914 [and I-192] application[s], along with the included supporting documents. We request that all information relating to this application remain confidential because this is a human trafficking case. 

Enclosed, please find the following forms and materials:

Form I-914, Application for T Nonimmigrant Status:
1. Form G-28
2. Form I-914, application for T nonimmigrant status
3. Evidence of trafficking
a. See Declaration of [FULL NAME] In Support of [HIS/HER] Application for T Nonimmigrant Status
b. [contact with TRAFFICKER]
4. Evidence of physical presence on account of the trafficking 
a. See Declaration of [FULL NAME] In Support of [HIS/HER] Application for T Nonimmigrant Status
5. Evidence of cooperation with law enforcement
a. See Declaration of [FULL NAME] In Support of [HIS/HER] Application for T Nonimmigrant Status
b. Copy of [emails/receipts/transcript] with [LEA] on [DATE]
6. Evidence of extreme hardship upon removal
a. See Declaration of [FULL NAME] In Support of [HIS/HER] Application for T Nonimmigrant Status
b. U.S. trafficking in persons report for [Country] showing no protections for victims of trafficking
7. Research on Trafficking and its Distinction from Smuggling
a. U.S. Department of State, Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in Persons, Human Trafficking & Migrant Smuggling: Understanding the Difference, Fact Sheet, June 27, 2017, https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/272325.pdf. 
b. Human Smuggling and Trafficking Center, Human Smuggling and Trafficking Center Background, Fact Sheet (April 16, 2014), https://2009-2017.state.gov/documents/organization/226462.pdf.
c. [bookmark: _Hlk218520052]Human Smuggling and Trafficking Center, Human Trafficking vs. Human Smuggling, Fact Sheet, HSTC2013070001 at 3 (July 1, 2013), https://2009-2017.state.gov/documents/organization/226276.pdf. 
d. Department of Homeland Security, Blue Campaign, Identifying Human Trafficking, Fact Sheet (Sep. 2025), https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/files/2025-09/25_0919_bc_indicator_card_english_3.5x2.25.pdf.
e. U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, Human Trafficking vs Human Smuggling, Fact Sheet (2017), https://www.ice.gov/sites/default/files/documents/Report/2017/CSReport-13-1.pdf.
8. Additional evidence on human trafficking and servitude
a. End Slavery Now, Domestic Servitude, https://www.endslaverynow.org/learn/slavery-today/domestic-servitude, last accessed January 2, 2026.
b. U.S. Department of State, Involuntary Domestic Servitude, June 14, 2010, https://2009-2017.state.gov/documents/organization/144601.pdf.
c. U.S. Department of State, What is Modern Slavery?, https://2009-2017.state.gov/j/tip/what/index.htm, last accessed January 2, 2026.
d. International Labour Organization, What is forced labour, https://www.ilo.org/topics/forced-labour-modern-slavery-and-trafficking-persons/what-forced-labour, last accessed January 2, 2026. 

Form I-192, Application for a Waiver for [FULL NAME] [ONLY USE IF THERE ARE INADMISSABILITY GROUNDS]
1. Form G-28 for [NAME]
2. Form I-192 for [NAME]
3. Declaration of [FULL NAME] In Support of [HIS/HER] Application for a Waiver
[If you are not submitting an I-192, include the line “While [] believes [s]he is admissible to the U.S., [s]he also respectfully requests an opportunity to be made aware of and request a waiver should DHS believe inadmissibility factors apply.”]


Form I-765 for [FULL NAME] category (c)(40)
1. Form G-28 for [NAME]
2. Form I-765 for [NAME]
3. Two passport-size photographs of [NAME]
4. Copy of biographical page of passport [or any government issued ID]
5. Copy of last EAD [if any]
6. Copy of last I-94 [if any] [I-94/I-95 Website - Official Site for Travelers Visiting the United States]

Derivative [Spouse/Parent/Child]—[FULL DERIVATIVE NAME] [ONLY USE IF THERE IS A DERIVATIVE]

Form I-914, Supplement A, Application for a Derivative Family Member for [NAME]’s [Spouse/Parent/Child], [FULL DERIVATIVE NAME]
1. Form G-28 for [NAME]
2. Form G-28 for [Derivative]
3. Form I-194A for [Derivative]
4. [Marriage Certificate] for [Derivative] [IF SPOUSE ONLY]
5. Copy of [Derivative]’s birth certificate with translation
6. Copy of biological page of passport

Form I-192 for [FULL DERIVATIVE NAME] [ONLY USE IF THERE IS DERIVATIVE INADMISSABILITY]
1. Form G-28 for [Derivative]
2. Form I-192 for [Derivative]
3. Declaration of [FULL DERIVATIVE NAME] In Support of [HIS/HER] Application for a Waiver
4. Copy of biological page of passport

Form I-765 for [FULL DERIVATIVE NAME] category (c)(40)
1. Form G-28 for [Derivative]
2. Form I-765 for [Derivative]
3. Two passport-size photographs of [Derivative]
4. Copy of biological page of passport

Form I-765 for [FULL DERIVATIVE NAME] category (c)(25)
1. Form G-28 for [Derivative]
2. Form I-765 for [Derivative]
3. Two passport-size photographs of [Derivative]
4. Copy of biological page of passport
USCIS should approve [NAME]’s request for T nonimmigrant status because [he/she] satisfies all of the statutory eligibility requirements for a T visa.
[For everything below, I used the fictitious story of “Mr. Client,” a man who was forced to carry bags for his traffickers and perform domestic labor at a house in Arizona for three months. This story follows the model declaration for a smuggling turned trafficking case. Please use this cover as a starting point and modify it to fit your client’s specific story.]
Legal Argument
1) Mr. Client was a victim of a severe form of trafficking in persons at the hands of the people who forced him to transport bags across the border for them, smuggled him into the United States, and held him captive at a house in Arizona, and forced him to cook for them.

As a result of being harbored and obtained by his traffickers, Mr. Client suffered abuse and exploitative conduct that qualifies him for T nonimmigrant status as a victim of a severe form of trafficking pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 214.206. [Though many of these smuggling turned trafficking cases include the transported or recruited elements, I often do not include them because they are too tied to the smuggling journey. Here, I decided to use the transported element because Mr. Client was forced to transport bags across the desert. It is your decision whether to include those elements or not. Also, if have a rare case where provided fits, please use it in the section below.] According to the regulations, eligibility for T nonimmigrant status requires that the applicant has been (1) recruited, harbored transported, provided, or obtained for labor (2) through force, fraud, or coercion (3) for the purposes of subjection to involuntary servitude, peonage, debt bondage, or slavery. 8 C.F.R. § 214.201. As discussed below, Mr. Client meets each of these criteria. 

a) The traffickers transported, harbored, and obtained Mr. Client for labor or services in the United States.

The first eligibility requirement for T nonimmigrant status is that the traffickers recruited, transported, harbored, provided, or obtained the victim for labor or services. The evidence in the record shows that Mr. Client satisfies this requirement. 

The traffickers transported Mr. Client when they forced him to carry bags across the border and through the desert at gunpoint. They transported him again when they took him to the house in Arizona. [Here, I used the transported element and only highlighted how they forced him to carry bags across the border at gunpoint. I do not highlight how they transported Mr. Client to the U.S. as part of the smuggling journey.]

The traffickers harbored Mr. Client when they held him at the house in Arizona for approximately three months. USCIS cannot argue that this harboring was part of the smuggling arrangement because the traffickers did not harbor every migrant in the house for as long as they harbored Mr. Client and they did not force all the migrants to cook the way they forced Mr. Client. 

The traffickers successfully obtained Mr. Client for labor because he was under their control: they forced him to carry bags through the desert and work inside the house in the United States by performing domestic labor for them. The traffickers’ collective actions therefore show that they transported, harbored, and obtained Mr. Client to perform labor and services, which is the first requirement to prove that he was a victim of a severe form of trafficking in persons. 

b) The traffickers used force and coercion to transport, harbor, and obtain Mr. Client for labor and services.

The traffickers employed various techniques of force and coercion to obtain Mr. Client’s labor and services. [Here, I did not use the fraud element because it is too tied to the smuggling journey for Mr. Client. He originally agreed to the smuggling journey, not the trafficking; however, those stories are too close together in Mr. Client’s case. Please use your own judgment for what elements to include.] [FORCE DEF] The trafficking statute and regulations define coercion as “threats of serious harm to or physical restraint against any person; any scheme, plan or pattern intended to cause a person to believe that failure to perform an act would result in serious harm to or physical restraint against any person; or the abuse or threatened abuse of the legal process.”[footnoteRef:1] The statute on forced labor defines “serious harm” as any harm “whether physical or nonphysical, including psychological, financial or reputational harm, that is sufficiently serious, under all the surrounding circumstances, to compel a reasonable person of the same background and in the same circumstances to perform or to continue performing labor or services in order to avoid incurring that harm” (emphasis added).[footnoteRef:2] [1:  8 C.F.R. 214.201; 22 U.S.C. 7102(3)]  [2:  18. U.S.C. 1589(c)(2).] 


In Mr. Client’s case, the traffickers used a number of forceful and coercive tactics to obtain Mr. Client for labor in the United States. 

The traffickers used force.

The definition of force contemplates violence, compulsion, and constraint exerted upon someone. The traffickers exerted force upon Mr. Client in several ways. They primarily used force by displaying and threatening him with weapons, hitting him, and holding him in physical captivity:
[Highlight sections from the declaration that indicate force. This can include displaying weapons or physical force. You can cut out sentences with . . . or include multiple paragraphs in one bullet.]
· “The men were large and had guns across their waste.”[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Declaration of [FULL NAME] In Support of His Application for T Nonimmigrant Status (hereinafter “Declaration”) at ¶ 7] 

· “Once inside the house, one of the men pointed a gun at me and said that I had to carry a backpack.”[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Id. at ¶ 8.] 

· The entire time, I was under gunpoint. . . . They also said that if I stopped or ran away, we would die. They threatened to shoot us right there if I stopped.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Id. at ¶ 10.] 

· “The men were armed, and they kept watch over me and the others in the house.”[footnoteRef:6] [6:  Id. at ¶ 14.] 

· “He was a large man with a gun on his waste.”[footnoteRef:7] [7:  d. at ¶ 17.] 

· “I never had the opportunity to leave. The men always guarded the entrances to the house. They were drunk and had guns.”[footnoteRef:8] [8:  Id. at ¶ 22.] 

· “I believe they locked the door at night. I saw a man open the door with a key in the mornings while making breakfast.”[footnoteRef:9] [9:  Id. at ¶ 23.] 

· “One of the armed men came in drunk and shouting. He insulted my mother and put his gun in my mouth. The man said that the next time I made bad food, I would eat his bullet. He then hit me multiple times until I fell to the floor.”[footnoteRef:10] [10:  Id. at ¶ 24.] 

· “The man who usually watched me cook got very angry when I threw up. He called me an asshole and kicked me. All of the men were angry because another person had to cook the breakfast. They made comments or kicked me while I was puking over the toilet.”[footnoteRef:11] [11:  Id. at ¶ 28.] 

· “He walked me out the front door and then pointed his gun at me.”[footnoteRef:12] [12:  Id. at ¶ 30.] 


This use of force in the form of displaying weapons, violence, and physical captivity enabled the traffickers to transport, harbor, and obtain Mr. Client for involuntary servitude and continue to maintain him in that condition for as long as they wanted.

The traffickers used coercion.

The definition of coercion contemplates threats and a scheme, plan, or pattern of creating fear of serious harm in the victim if the victim does not act in accordance with the trafficker’s wishes.[footnoteRef:13] The traffickers coerced Mr. Client into remaining in involuntary servitude by creating a hostile, exploitative, and abusive environment that capitalized on his vulnerability and instilled a great deal of fear in Mr. Client. [13:  8 C.F.R § 214.201; 22 U.S.C. § 7102(3)] 


The traffickers created a climate of fear and terror by threatening to harm Mr. Client in different ways and isolating him. They also wore him down physically and mentally with abusive and oppressive conditions. All of this caused him to feel that he had no choice but to comply with their demands or suffer harm:
[Highlight parts of the declaration that indicate coercion. This can include threats of harm, immigration-related harm, harm to one’s family, threats to call law enforcement, or any other coercion. Do not include extortion threats here.]
· “I decided to be quiet and listen to what they said.”[footnoteRef:14] [14:  Declaration at ¶ 7.] 

· “I did not see a reality in which I could disobey. There was no way I could back out at that time.”[footnoteRef:15] [15:  Id. at ¶ 8.] 

· “The men said that I could not let immigration take us. They also said that if I stopped or ran away, we would die. They threatened to shoot us right there if I stopped.”[footnoteRef:16] [16:  Id. at ¶ 10.] 

· “I did not want to give them an opportunity to cause me harm. If I attempted to run away, or if I refused to cook, I think they would have killed me. The men did not seem to care if I lived or died.”[footnoteRef:17] [17:  Id. at ¶ 14.] 


The coercion caused Mr. Client to believe that he could not leave the situation or the traffickers’ custody and that he could not escape their plan to force him to work without suffering serious harm. Their coercion was effective because they maintained complete control over him. The traffickers restricted his freedom, subjected him to abusive and oppressive conditions, threatened his safety, exploited his vulnerabilities, and caused him to fear harm. The evidence in the record therefore shows that the traffickers used force and coercion to transport, harbor, and obtain Mr. Client for labor.
c) The traffickers transported, harbored, and obtained Mr. Client for the purpose of involuntary servitude.

The traffickers subjected Mr. Client to involuntary servitude. 

Mr. Client is a victim of involuntary servitude because the traffickers held him captive, restrained him from leaving, and forced him to provide labor through a scheme or plan intended to cause him to believe that he would suffer serious harm if he did not work for the traffickers and provide the labor they demanded. 

The evidence in the record indicates that the traffickers forced Mr. Client into servitude, forcing him to perform labor for them, in two different ways: (1) they forced him to carry bags through the desert, and (2) they forced him to provide domestic labor in the house in Arizona. Mr. Client’s initial consent to the smuggling arrangement does not affect whether the traffickers subjected him to involuntary servitude. Even though Mr. Client initially consented to be smuggled, Mr. Client did not consent to the subsequent labor—carrying the bag or cooking—forced upon him by the traffickers. Any initial consent to a smuggling arrangement became irrelevant once the traffickers used force and coercion to compel him to work. 

It also does not matter whether the work the traffickers forced Mr. Client to perform furthered the smuggling journey in any way. The definition of a “severe form of trafficking” only requires subjection to involuntary servitude. The definition of “involuntary servitude" only requires forced labor induced by a plan intended to cause fear of harm in the victim if the victim does not comply. Neither definition excludes any type of work—and neither definition says that forced labor performed in the context of a smuggling journey, or in furtherance of a smuggling arrangement, does not qualify. Therefore, USCIS cannot argue that Mr. Client does not qualify for T nonimmigrant status simply because the smugglers/traffickers smuggled him into the United States in addition to forcing him to work.

The T visa regulations found at 8 C.F.R. 214.201 define “involuntary servitude” as “a condition of servitude induced by means of any scheme, plan, or pattern, intended to cause a person to believe that, if the person did not enter into or continue in such condition, that person or another person would suffer serious harm or physical restraint; or the abuse or threatened abuse of the legal process.” The definition of involuntary servitude as found in 8 C.F.R. 214.201 essentially has two parts: (1) a condition of servitude and (2) a scheme, plan, or pattern intended to cause a person to believe that he would suffer serious harm or physical restraint if he did not begin or continue to provide labor or services. The facts of Mr. Client’s situation establish involuntary servitude according to this definition.

Although the regulations do not specifically define “a condition of servitude,” it is commonly understood as the condition of being a servant or slave, or being made to perform forced labor. These conditions accurately describe Mr. Client’s situation and show that the traffickers placed him in a condition of servitude because he served the traffickers by transporting bags for them and by performing duties (cooking) at the house in Arizona. 

i) The traffickers placed Mr. Client in a condition of servitude when they forced him to transport a bag from Mexico to Arizona. 

In his declaration, Mr. Client explains that the traffickers placed him in a condition of servitude when they forced him to transport bags from the house in Mexico to the house in Arizona:
[Highlight the bag carrying labor here. If there is none, you can delete this section.]
I followed the men for a while until we arrived at a decrepit house in the desert in Mexico. Once inside the house, one of the men pointed a gun at me and said that I had to carry a backpack.[footnoteRef:18] [18:  Declaration at ¶ 7.] 

That night, the men ordered me to carry the backpack as we crossed the border. The bag was really big and heavy. I had no idea what was inside it, and I did not want to ask. I do not think the coyote could have carried my bag without me.[footnoteRef:19]  [19:  Id. at ¶ 7.] 

The journey from the Mexican side of the border to the U.S. took about six hours. . . . After crossing the border and arriving in the United States, the men told me to leave the bag at the side of a road.[footnoteRef:20] [20:  Id. at ¶¶ 10–11.] 


Mr. Client’s work in carrying the bags from the house in Mexico to the house in the United States easily mirrors common forms of servitude. He served the traffickers by carrying a bag that the traffickers wanted to move from one location to another, including across a border. In numerous cultures and settings, both historically and present-day, carrying things has been a common form of work (whether paid or unpaid). Additionally, carrying things has been a form of work that those with more power or social standing force servants or slaves to complete. 

In addition to the physical carrying, transporting goods from one place to another is a common form of work. For example, carriers like DHL or FedEx are paid to transport goods from one location to another. DHL and FedEx employ laborers who physically transport goods between locations, including across borders. When a person performs this work involuntarily, or while forced to serve another person, the work constitutes forced labor or involuntary servitude. 

The AAO has acknowledged that this kind of situation constitutes involuntary servitude. In Matter of S-A-R-M-, the AAO described a similar situation to Mr. Client:
The Applicant indicated that when they were finally taken from the house, the men gave them each a bag to carry. He stated that he did not know what was in the bag and was told not to open it. He indicated that when he informed his captors that he did not want to carry the bag, they pushed him down on the ground and kicked him in the ribs, put a gun to his head, and threatened to kill him if he refused. The Applicant stated that he believed that the men would kill me. He indicated that there were four captives, including himself, carrying the backpacks, along with seven armed individuals. The Applicant stated that they walked without stopping for one full day to a river and the captives were given no water, food, or rest. [footnoteRef:21] [21:  Matter of S-A-R-M-, Administrative Appeals Office, Mar. 13, 2019, at 2, https://www.uscis.gov/sites/default/files/err/D12%20-%20Application%20for%20T%20Nonimmigrant%20Status/Decisions_Issued_in_2019/MAR132019_01D12101.pdf. ] 

Based on these facts, the AAO ultimately found that the applicant’s situation constituted involuntary servitude, stating: 
The record also demonstrates that the men who obtained, transported, and harbored the Applicant did so for the purpose of subjecting him to involuntary servitude. "Involuntary servitude includes a condition of servitude in which the victim is forced to work for the defendant by the use or threat of physical restraint or physical injury ... [and] encompasses those cases in which the defendant holds the victim in servitude by placing the victim in fear of such physical restraint or injury .... " 8 C.F.R. § 214.11(a). Servitude is not defined in the Act or the regulations, but is commonly understood as "the condition of being a servant or slave," or a prisoner sentenced to forced labor. Black's Law Dictionary (B.A. Gamer, ed.) (10th ed. 2014). The Applicant's statements reflect that while he was imprisoned at the house in Mexico, his captors refused to answer questions about why the Applicant and the others were being held. He indicated that only after they were taken out of the house, did he learn that they wanted them to transport bags "across the border like pack animals." He claimed that when he attempted to refuse, his captors pushed him down, kicked him, and put a gun to his head, threatening to kill him if he did not carry the bags as instructed. . . . The Applicant's statements demonstrate that his captors subjected him to a condition of servitude by forcing him to perform labor for them through "the use or threat of physical restraint or physical injury," as required by the definition of involuntary servitude at 8 C.F.R. § 214.11(a).[footnoteRef:22] [22:  Id. at 5.] 


The AAO’s decision indicates that being forced to carry bags to the United States constitutes involuntary servitude for the purposes of determining whether someone was the victim of trafficking.

Evidence in the record indicates that the traffickers always had the plan to force Mr. Client to carry a bag for them, even though they were also engaged in the business of smuggling migrants into the United States for monetary gain. First, Mr. Client was told to transport bags soon after meeting his traffickers.[footnoteRef:23] This indicates that the traffickers regularly put migrants to work as part of a set process. They used migrants to complete a separate and distinct job they had. Second, the traffickers needed the migrants to help carry the bags. Mr. Client explains how the bag was “really big and heavy.”[footnoteRef:24] He also explains, “I do not think the coyote could have carried my bag without me.”[footnoteRef:25] By using Mr. Client, the traffickers reduced the number of trips required to complete the job, thereby reducing their risk of getting caught. Third, by forcing Mr. Client to transport a heavy bag across the border, the traffickers increased their risk of getting caught. If the traffickers had been exclusively focused on getting the migrants into the United States and to the agreed upon destination, they would not have slowed the journey and made it more difficult to cross into the United States by saddling them with heavy bags.  [23:  Declaration at ¶¶ 7–8.]  [24:  Id. at ¶ 9.]  [25:  Id. ] 


The record therefore indicates that the coyotes/traffickers had the plan and practice of using migrants to carry bags for them, which supports the conclusion that the traffickers had the purpose of subjecting Mr. Client to involuntary servitude as a mule. Such a plan distinguishes the labor Mr. Client performed in carrying the bags from labor that merely supported the migrant smuggling operation or from Mr. Client’s own efforts to enter the United States. Instead, the evidence reveals that the traffickers used Mr. Client’s labor to support their activities in transporting bags into the United States, which was a business operation wholly separate from the migrant smuggling. The record indicates that the traffickers subjected Mr. Client to involuntary servitude when they made him transport bags from Mexico to the United States. 

ii) The traffickers placed Mr. Client in a condition of servitude when they forced him to perform domestic labor (cleaning) at the house in Arizona. 

In his declaration, Mr. Client also describes how the traffickers treated him like a servant and forced him to provide domestic labor at the house in Arizona:
[Highlight the labor that the client performed here. If there is none, you can delete this section.]
Soon after arriving, one of the armed men learned that I was previously a chef in Guatemala. . . . The armed man said that I would wake up early and cook breakfast. The next morning, he woke me up before the sunrise. The man took me upstairs to a kitchen where there were eggs and other household goods. He said that I had to make the food for all of the people in the house.[footnoteRef:26] [26:  Id. at ¶¶ 15–16.] 

It took me about four hours to make breakfast that morning. As soon as I finished, another man approached me and told me to start making lunch. . . . It took me another three hours to make lunch. After that, I had to make dinner. I was the only person cooking for the entire household.[footnoteRef:27] [27:  Id. at ¶¶ 17–18.] 

My daily schedule remained the same for almost three months. Every day, I made breakfast, lunch, and dinner for everyone in the house. It took me around eleven hours per day. The men woke me up before sunrise and returned me to the basement after dinner. One of the armed men gave me groceries around three times per week. The man expected me to cook with whatever I got.[footnoteRef:28] [28:  Id. at ¶ 20.] 


Mr. Client’s declaration reveals how he did not voluntarily agree to perform the labor—the cooking—at the house in Arizona. He only complied with the traffickers’ orders because he felt that he had no choice and was scared of what would happen to him if he did not obey. His statements indicate that he was acting as a servant because he was doing work that the traffickers needed done and which benefited them. The traffickers forced Mr. Client to cook for them and all of the other migrants they were bringing to the United States. By forcing Mr. Client to work, the traffickers were able to profit from the fees they charged migrants to cross while doing none of the cooking work themselves. 

Mr. Client’s description of his situation also indicates that working for the traffickers was not simply an unexpected consequence of the smuggling journey because not every migrant was forced to work as Mr. Client was. In his declaration, Mr. Client explains that he was the only person cooking for the entire house. The fact that other migrants smuggled into the United States were not forced to work indicates that the traffickers had a unique plan for Mr. Client that was different and distinct from their plan for the rest of the migrants. These facts demonstrate that the labor Mr. Client was forced to perform was not simply a natural consequence of the smuggling arrangement. 

Mr. Client’s declaration perfectly describes the common situation of domestic servitude, and the work the traffickers demanded of Mr. Client falls within the definition of involuntary domestic servitude. The organization End Slavery Now defines domestic servitude in the following way: “Domestic servitude is the seemingly normal practice of live-in help that is used as a cover for the exploitation and control of someone, usually from another country. It is a form of forced labor, but it also warrants its own category of slavery because of the unique contexts and challenges it presents.”[footnoteRef:29] The organization goes on to say, “[v]ictims of domestic servitude may appear to be nannies or other domestic help, but the moment their employment arrangement transitions into a situation whereby they cannot leave on their own free will, it becomes a case of enslavement.”[footnoteRef:30] [29:  End Slavery Now, Domestic Servitude, https://www.endslaverynow.org/learn/slavery-today/domestic-servitude, last accessed January 2, 2026.]  [30:  Id.] 


The U.S. Department of State also describes involuntary servitude in ways that highlight how Mr. Client’s situation fits within this category of domestic servitude: “Domestic servitude may involve such abuses as confiscation of travel documents, withholding of wages, confinement, no time off, isolation from the community and all family and friends, physical and sexual abuse, degrading treatment, and threats of harm[.]”[footnoteRef:31] The U.S. Department of States also says: “Involuntary domestic servitude is a form of human trafficking found in distinct circumstances – work in a private residence – that create unique vulnerabilities for victims. It is a crime in which a domestic worker is not free to leave their employment and is abused and underpaid, if paid at all.”[footnoteRef:32] [31:  U.S. Department of State, Involuntary Domestic Servitude, June 14,2010, https://2009-2017.state.gov/documents/organization/144601.pdf. ]  [32:  U.S. Department of State, What is Modern Slavery?, https://2009-2017.state.gov/j/tip/what/index.htm, last accessed January 2, 2026. ] 


The International Labour Organization (“ILO”) also provides useful guidance on what constitutes “forced labor.” It states that forced labor is “all work or service which is exacted from any person under the threat of a penalty and for which the person has not offered himself or herself voluntarily.”[footnoteRef:33] The evidence in the record shows the Mr. Client’s work in the house where the traffickers held him captive was not voluntary, not least of which because the traffickers held him captive. The evidence also shows that they forced him to work “under the threat of a penalty” because they threatened to harm him if he did not comply. The evidence therefore shows that the traffickers subjected Mr. Client to forced labor.  [33:  International Labour Organization, What is forced labour, https://www.ilo.org/topics/forced-labour-modern-slavery-and-trafficking-persons/what-forced-labour, last accessed January 2, 2026.] 


The cases referenced by USCIS in the Policy Manual also support Mr. Client’s argument that he was subjected to involuntary servitude because the cases all iterate definitions of “involuntary servitude” that encompass Mr. Client’s situation. For example, in United States v. Farrell, 563 F.3d 364, 372, n.3 (8th Cir. 2009), the Eighth Circuit defined involuntary servitude as a “condition of compulsory service in which the alleged victim is compelled to perform labor or services against the alleged victim’s will for the benefit of another person due to the use or threat of physical restraint or physical injury . . . .”[footnoteRef:34] In United States v. Djoumessi,  538 F.3d 547, 551 (6th Cir. 2008), the Sixth Circuit stated, “the term ‘involuntary servitude’ necessarily means a condition of servitude in which the victim is forced to work for the defendant by the use or threat of physical restraint or physical injury, or by the use or threat of coercion through law or the legal process.” The definitions of involuntary servitude used in these cases mirror the definitions contained in the regulations and the Policy Manual—and they encompass situations like Mr. Client’s. The key elements are that Mr. Client was (1) forced to work as a result of (2) the traffickers’ physical restraint, force, and coercion.  [34:  USCIS, Policy Manual, Vol. 2, Part B, Appendices, “Appendix: Case Law References for T Visa Adjudications,” https://www.uscis.gov/policy-manual/volume-3-part-b. ] 


Mr. Client performed domestic work for the traffickers inside the house in Arizona. He cooked for their benefit just like a domestic servant would. Because of the traffickers’ force and coercion, Mr. Client could not leave the home or the work, which transformed his situation into one of enslavement and forced labor. He was not paid for any of his work, he was confined and isolated, and he suffered degrading treatment and threats of harm—all while forced to work for the traffickers whenever and however they demanded. Therefore, Mr. Client was subject to domestic servitude that became involuntary when the traffickers prevented him from leaving. 

Neither the statute nor the regulations mention a required minimum length of time for a situation to constitute trafficking. The regulation only requires (1) a condition of servitude and (2) a scheme, plan, or pattern intended to cause Mr. Client to believe that he would suffer harm if he did not perform the labor. However, Mr. Client was not just subjected to involuntary servitude for a short period of time; he remained in servitude at the house in Arizona for three months. The involuntary servitude element of the trafficking definition is satisfied because the evidence shows that the traffickers placed Mr. Client into a condition of servitude. 

iii) The traffickers used a scheme, plan or pattern intended to cause Mr. Client to believe that he would suffer serious harm or physical restraint if he did not begin or continue to provide labor or services.

The statutory and regulatory definitions of “involuntary servitude,” “coercion,” and “forced labor” all require a scheme or plan intended to cause a person to believe that he would suffer serious harm or physical restraint if he did not begin or continue to provide labor or services.[footnoteRef:35] The regulatory definition of “involuntary servitude” found in 8 C.F.R. 214.201 specifically mentions “being forced to work,” and Congress later created the crime of forced labor as a type of involuntary servitude. The definition of “serious harm” in the forced labor statute broadens the definition of harm to include physical and non-physical harm, including psychological, financial or reputational harm. It also provides that the victim’s particular circumstances, including background and age, should be considered when determining whether the specific harm or coercion suffices under the law to compel a victim to perform or continue performing labor or services.[footnoteRef:36] [35:  22 U.S.C. 7102(3) & (6); 8 C.F.R. 214.201; 18 U.S.C. 1589(a).]  [36:   8 C.F.R. 214.201 states the following:
“Involuntary servitude includes a condition of servitude in which the victim is forced to work for the defendant by the use or threat of physical restraint or physical injury, or by the use or threat of coercion through law or the legal process. This definition encompasses cases in which the defendant holds the victim in servitude by placing the victim in fear of such physical restraint or injury or legal coercion.”] 


The broadening of the definition of involuntary servitude and serious harm to include non-physical acts was a response to the previously restrictive interpretation of involuntary servitude statutes under the Kozminski standard. The forced labor statute and its definition of serious harm intended to address the increasingly subtle methods of traffickers who restrained victims without physical violence or who threatened dire consequences without the use of physical violence.[footnoteRef:37] [37:  18 U.S.C. 1589(a); U.S. v Bradley, 390 F.3d 145, 156 (1st Cir. 2004); see also H.R. Rep. No. 106-939, 106th Cong., 2d. Sess. 99-101 (2000).] 


Because the definitions of coercion and involuntary servitude are so similar, proving that the traffickers used coercion to compel Mr. Client to work proves that Mr. Client was a victim of involuntary servitude and forced labor. As stated above, involuntary servitude (as well as coercion) requires (1) a scheme, plan, or pattern (2) intended to cause a person to believe (3) that he would suffer serious harm or physical restraint or the abuse of the legal process if he did not begin or continue providing labor or services.[footnoteRef:38] [38:  8 C.F.R. 214.201.] 


The record contains clear evidence of coercion, as described in detail in the section above. The traffickers began instilling fear in Mr. Client early in their interaction with him, when they first began displaying weapons in Mexico. They instilled fear because they maintained control over him and threatened him with serious harm if he did not comply with their demands. Their threats and actions caused Mr. Client to believe and fear that he would suffer harm if he did not do as they ordered. From the moment the traffickers began to transport Mr. Client and then harbor him and hold him captive, he could not leave. They exploited his vulnerable situation to hold him captive and force him to work for them because Mr. Client was desperate to try to protect himself and was unable to do anything to escape from the situation. 

Mr. Client had no idea at the outset that the traffickers would force him to work this way. Once he was under their control, they exploited his fear, vulnerability, and dependency to force him to work for them and perform the labor they demanded. They intentionally created physical and social isolation by harboring him in the house, watching and guarding him at all times, and preventing contact with others. In addition, they contributed to his physical and psychological degradation by demeaning, abusing, and threatening him. The record contains clear evidence that the traffickers forced Mr. Client to work for them before and after his arrival to the United States, as well as during the crossing itself. Therefore, because the record shows that the traffickers (1) used coercion to (2) compel Mr. Client to work, USCIS must recognize that the traffickers subjected Mr. Client to involuntary servitude.

a) The evidence shows that Mr. Client’s case is a situation of smuggling turned trafficking, not simply smuggling.

A smuggling situation becomes a trafficking situation when there is forced labor. For this reason, Mr. Client was a victim of trafficking even though he originally made a smuggling arrangement with the coyotes to bring him into the United States. It is unfortunately common for migrants to become victims of trafficking, either at the hands of their original smugglers or at the hands of other individuals after a smuggling arrangement concludes.

Many organizations and agencies, including federal law enforcement agencies, recognize that situations that begin as alien smuggling can quickly and easily turn into human trafficking; these are not mutually exclusive situations. The Department of State specifically states, “[P]eople who are smuggled can be extremely vulnerable to human trafficking, abuse, and other crimes, as they are illegally present in the country of destination and often owe large debts to their smugglers. . . . Some smuggled persons may be subjected to sex or labor trafficking while in transit or at their destination, and these individuals are trafficking victims” (emphasis added).[footnoteRef:39]   [39:  U.S. Department of State, Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in Persons, Human Trafficking & Migrant Smuggling: Understanding the Difference, Fact Sheet, June 27, 2017, https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/272325.pdf. ] 


The State Department goes on to say: “Human trafficking and migrant smuggling often overlap in reality, which makes it particularly important that policymakers, law enforcement, immigration officers, and civil society organizations are conscious of the differences between them. When human trafficking is confused with migrant smuggling, trafficking victims may not receive the protections, services, or legal redress to which they are entitled and may be vulnerable to being re-exploited.”[footnoteRef:40] Similarly, U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement states,[footnoteRef:41] “It is possible the crime may start out  as human smuggling but quickly turn into human trafficking.” [40:  Id.]  [41:  U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement, Human Trafficking vs Human Smuggling, Fact Sheet (2017), https://www.ice.gov/sites/default/files/documents/Report/2017/CSReport-13-1.pdf.] 


In distinguishing between alien smuggling and human trafficking, the Department of State emphasizes that human trafficking involves the exploitation of an individual for the purposes of compelled labor or a commercial sex act through the use of force, fraud, or coercion” (emphasis added).[footnoteRef:42] The 2000 United National Protocol to Prevent, Suppress, and Punish Trafficking in Persons, Especially Women and Children states, “Exploitation shall include, at a minimum, the exploitation of the prostitution of others or other forms of sexual exploitation, forced labor or services, slavery or practices similar to slavery, servitude, or the removal of organs.”[footnoteRef:43]  [42:  U.S. Department of State, Office to Monitor and Combat Trafficking in Persons, Human Trafficking & Migrant Smuggling: Understanding the Difference, Fact Sheet, June 27, 2017, https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/272325.pdf. ]  [43:  UNGA Res. 55/25 (15 Nov. 2000), Annex II, “Protocol to Prevent, Suppress, and Punish Trafficking in Persons, Especially Women and Children, supplementing the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime,” Art. 3(a).] 


The Human Smuggling and Trafficking Center, a federal interagency center comprised of the Departments of State, Justice, Homeland Security and other agencies, was established by the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004.[footnoteRef:44] It states that “[f]orced labor involves the use of force, fraud, or coercion to compel someone to work” and notes that debt is a common form of coercion.”[footnoteRef:45]  [44:  Human Smuggling and Trafficking Center, Human Smuggling and Trafficking Center Background Fact Sheet (April 16, 2014), https://2009-2017.state.gov/documents/organization/226462.pdf.]  [45:  Human Smuggling and Trafficking Center, Human Trafficking vs. Human Smuggling, Fact Sheet, HSTC2013070001, at 3 (July 1, 2013), https://2009-2017.state.gov/documents/organization/226276.pdf.] 


The facts of Mr. Client’s case show that the traffickers exploited him to obtain a particular end—labor—that was completely distinct from any prior smuggling arrangement. It is this very end—the forced labor—that distinguishes Mr. Client’s case from one of simple smuggling. Mr. Client’s declaration explains that the traffickers obtained his labor using force and coercion. The facts describe a situation that was much more than alien smuggling; the facts describe a situation that was alien smuggling turned human trafficking. USCIS should also recognize that Mr. Client’s situation was very different from that of the majority of the other migrants. Even though many other migrants had made smuggling arrangements with the traffickers just like Mr. Client had, those other migrants were not forced to work the way Mr. Client was forced to work. Therefore, his situation was different and unique—he was used for labor and subjected to servitude in a way others were not. This is evidence that Mr. Client was a victim of labor trafficking and not just smuggling.

The Human Smuggling and Trafficking Center (HSTC) also provides examples of “abusive situations that do not constitute trafficking” (emphasis added).[footnoteRef:46] The HSTC states that if “an individual is subjected to harsh working conditions . . . but is able to quit the job without punishment or threat of punishment, the individual is not a trafficking victim.”[footnoteRef:47] It also says that if “an individual is held hostage or held for ransom and abused—that is, someone who paid to be smuggled into another country is held captive and raped or tortured until they pay a ransom or smuggling fee—but is not exploited for labor or commercial sex, the individual is not a trafficking victim.”[footnoteRef:48] [46:  Id. at 4.]  [47:  Id.]  [48:  Id.] 


Comparing those situations with Mr. Client’s case reveals that he was, in fact, subjected to labor trafficking and was not simply a victim of an “abusive situation.” First, he was not simply subjected to harsh conditions; instead, he was forced to work, and he was completely unable to leave or escape as he was held in the house and guarded. This was not a situation where Mr. Client, in contemplating employment, was subjected to harsher working conditions than he expected. He never expected to work. For this reason, the work the traffickers forced him to do cannot be considered a “job.” Furthermore, Mr. Client was completely unable to quit the work, or quit providing the labor, without punishment or threat of punishment.

Second, Mr. Client was not held hostage or held for ransom. Instead, he was made to work—exploited for his labor—as his traffickers exploited his vulnerable situation for their own benefit. The traffickers exploited him for labor because it benefited them, and they knew they could achieve their goals due to Mr. Client’s vulnerability. This constitutes labor trafficking.

Subjection to dangerous or abusive conditions during the course of the smuggling does not include subjection to forced work. Dangerous conditions common to smuggling situations include being transported in and forced into cramped and crowded spaces (trucks, trunks, etc.); exposure to extreme heat and cold (inside or outside of vehicles); being housed in unclean and unsanitary locations along the way; being forced to walk for lengthy distances despite injuries, pain, weather, etc.; and inadequate access to food and water, among others. However, dangerous or uncomfortable conditions that are incidental to a smuggling situation do not include being held captive and forced to work for an unexpected and unknown amount of time after being smuggled across the border. And again, in Mr. Client’s case, any abuse suffered by him is not incidental to the smuggling arrangement because the majority of the other migrants were not forced to work the way he was.

A comparison of the circumstances of Mr. Client’s case to the Indicators of Human Trafficking as described by the Department of Homeland Security’s Blue Campaign also shows that Mr. Client was the victim of human trafficking. The Blue Campaign lists the following indicators of human trafficking.[footnoteRef:49] [49:  Department of Homeland Security, Blue Campaign, Identifying Human Trafficking, Fact Sheet (Sep. 2025), https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/files/2025-09/25_0919_bc_indicator_card_english_3.5x2.25.pdf.] 

· Is the victim in possession of identification and trafficking documents? 
· Is the victim coached on what to say to community members, workers, law enforcement and immigration officials? Does someone else communicate for the victim?
· Is the victim recruited for one purpose and forced to engage in some other work?
· Are the victim’s wages being unlawfully garnished to pay off a debt or fee? 
· Was the victim forced to perform commercial sex acts?
· Has the victim or their family been threatened with harm if they attempt to leave?
· Has the victim been threatened with deportation charges or criminal charges?
· Has the victim been harmed, deprived of food, water, sleep, medical care, or other life necessities?
· Is the victim free to contact friends or family without being coached or monitored?
· Is the victim under the age of 18 and engaged in commercial sex?
· Is the victim living in substandard housing?
There is no specific required number of factors for a situation to constitute human trafficking. In Mr. Client’s case, many of these factors were present. He did not have freedom of movement as he was held captive in the houses. He was prevented from communicating with others. He was threatened with harm if he attempted to escape, and he believed that harm was likely. 

Finally, the USCIS Policy Manual specifically addresses “Conditions of Servitude Induced During a Voluntary Smuggling Arrangement.” The Policy Manual recognizes that migrants who make voluntary smuggling arrangements to come to the United States can also be victims of labor or sex trafficking. The Policy Manual states: “While not all crimes or exploitation that occur during a smuggling arrangement rise to the level of trafficking, smuggling may develop into trafficking. The existence of a voluntary smuggling arrangement does not invalidate the possibility of involuntary servitude arising within the smuggling” (emphasis added).[footnoteRef:50] Therefore, the fact that Mr. Client’s forced labor occurred during or after a smuggling arrangement has no bearing on whether he is a victim of trafficking. If he was forced to work by the traffickers—which the record shows he was—then there is evidence of involuntary servitude and labor trafficking, regardless of any smuggling arrangements. [50:  USCIS, Policy Manual, “Victims of Trafficking,” Vol. 3, Part B. Chapter 2, Section B.4.] 


In Section B.7, the Policy Manual goes into more detail about the “Difference Between Trafficking and Smuggling.” In the Manual, USCIS states:
[A] person who initially agreed to be smuggled in exchange for money, services, or labor could become a victim of trafficking, if, over the course of the smuggling, the smuggler subjects or intends to subject the person to acts beyond those agreed upon that meet the definition of a severe form of trafficking through the use of force, fraud, or coercion. . . . In cases involving smugglings, officers should look to whether the smuggler’s intent may have shifted over time into that of a trafficker and whether the initial consent has been invalidated by the coercive, deceptive, or abusive situation of the smuggler-turned-trafficker.[footnoteRef:51]  [51:  USCIS, Policy Manual, “Victims of Trafficking,” Vol. 3, Part B. Chapter 2, Section B.7.] 

This statement indicates that the regulations and statute do not require that the traffickers had an initial intent to subject Mr. Client to involuntary servitude when they first obtained control over him. Instead, as noted by USCIS, “the smuggler’s intent may have shifted over time . . . .”[footnoteRef:52] When the smugglers/traffickers shifted their intent—evidenced by the fact that they began subjecting him to forced labor—both by carrying bags and at the house in Arizona—the smugglers turned into traffickers. [52:  Id.] 


USCIS must also recognize that Mr. Client’s situation meets the requirements for trafficking because his initial consent to be part of the smuggling arrangement was “invalidated by the coercive, deceptive or abusive exploitation of the smuggler-turned-trafficker,” who subjected Mr. Client to “acts beyond those agreed upon that meet the definition of a severe form of trafficking.”[footnoteRef:53] What Mr. Client initially agreed to was very simple: he agreed to pay for transportation and guidance into the United States. He did not agree to perform any work, whether that work was associated with or facilitated the smuggling situation or not. Therefore, when the smugglers-turned-traffickers forced him to work by forcing him to transport bags for them and by forcing him to cook for them, they subjected him to “acts beyond those agreed upon” using force and coercion, which transformed his situation into trafficking. [53:  Id.] 

The fact that the traffickers only forced him to work for several months before he escaped is not relevant to the determination of whether the situation constitutes trafficking. Nowhere in the TVPRA, the Code of Federal Regulations, nor in the international definition of trafficking or agency materials does it provide for a minimum length of exploitation for a situation to constitute trafficking. Because Mr. Client was exploited and forced to work through the use of force and coercion, he is a victim of human trafficking—regardless of how the interaction with the trafficking initially started, regardless of any initial “consent,” and regardless of how long the forced labor lasted.

2) Mr. Client is physically present in the United States on account of the trafficking.

Mr. Client is physically present in the United States on account of the trafficking because he was subjected to labor trafficking here in the United States. He was transported to the United States and harbored here by the traffickers who subjected him to involuntary servitude before, during, and after his entry into the United States. The experience left an indelible mark on him psychologically. Despite his efforts to make the best of his situation and move forward with his life over the subsequent years, he had no ability to do anything other than seek the safety and stability offered by the United States. 

He currently remains present in the United States for reasons directly related to the trafficking because his trauma prevented him from leaving the United States, and he needs to obtain mental and physical health care and support services to help him overcome his trauma. [Add other details if possible….like still being subjected to trafficking if it has not ended, working with law enforcement…]

The T visa regulations at 8 C.F.R. § 214.207(a) state the following:
“To be eligible for T-1 nonimmigrant status, an applicant must be physically present in the United States . . . on account of such trafficking. USCIS considers the applicant's presence in the United States at the time of application. An applicant must demonstrate that they are physically present under one of the following grounds:
1. Are currently being subjected to a severe form of trafficking in persons;
2. Were liberated from a severe form of trafficking in persons by an LEA, at any time prior to filing the Application for T Nonimmigrant Status;
3. Escaped a severe form of trafficking in persons before an LEA was involved, at any time prior to filing the Application for T Nonimmigrant Status;
4. Were subject to a severe form of trafficking in persons at some point in the past and their current presence in the United States is directly related to the original trafficking in persons, regardless of the length of time that has passed between the trafficking and filing of the Application for T Nonimmigrant Status; or
5. Have been allowed entry into the United States for participation in the detection, investigation, prosecution, or judicial processes associated with an act or perpetrator of trafficking.”
As the evidence in the record shows, Mr. Client meets the requirements of 8. C.F.R. § 214.207(a)(4). [Only use this if the client meets the definition at subsection 4. Otherwise, use another subsection for the parts below]. That subsection provides that an applicant is physically present in the United States on account of the trafficking if he was “subject to a severe form of trafficking in persons at some point in the past and [his] current presence in the United States is directly related to the original trafficking in persons, regardless of the length of time that has passed between the trafficking and filing of the Application for T Nonimmigrant Status.” Mr. Client satisfies this requirement. He was previously subject to a severe form of trafficking and now remains in the United States as a result of that trafficking. The length of time between the trafficking and filing for T nonimmigrant status is irrelevant.

After Mr. Client escaped from the trafficking situation, he struggled psychologically in many ways. He endured a great deal of stress, fear, and psychological trauma as a result of that trafficking situation. He remains in the United States for reasons directly related to the trafficking because the psychological trauma resulting from the trafficking has prevented him from being able to return to Country and he needs mental healthcare and other support.

In his declaration, Mr. Client explains how he …… [add details from physical presence questions here if the client suffers psychological issues].

Mr. Client only recently connected with his current attorney (undersigned counsel), finally learning that he had been a victim of trafficking and that he could report what happened to him. Since he connected with his current attorney, he has been working on trusting them and preparing his application for T nonimmigrant status. [Add details here about social services received (therapy, counseling, help with trauma)]

As evidenced in the record shows, Mr. Client’s psychological trauma prevented him from being able to return to Country at any point in the past. His symptoms continue to affect and debilitate him, even to this day, so it is unreasonable to assume that he had the psychological or physical strength or capacity to return to Country at any point in the past. He describes how he is still very affected by the experience and how he has still not recovered and has struggled to move forward:
[Insert quote about struggling to move past trafficking experience if you have one]

Mr. Client has remained in the United States because it is only here that he can obtain needed mental healthcare and other support for trafficking victims to help him overcome his trauma. [insert details about wanting to obtain services or services they are getting that are not available in home country]

The evidence therefore shows that Mr. Client is physically present in the United States according to 8. C.F.R. § 214.207(a)(4) because he was brought to the United States by his traffickers and then subjected to labor trafficking here. He remains physically present for reasons directly related to the trafficking because his psychological trauma prevents him from returning to Country, and he needs to remain here to receive critical mental health care and other victim services. [Again, modify this for other scenarios]

3) Mr. Client complied with reasonable requests for assistance from law enforcement. 

Mr. Client complied with all reasonable requests for assistance by law enforcement. As evidence of this he submits ……[correspondence with LEA, other]. This evidence indicates that Mr. Client reported his trafficking victimization to law enforcement and continues to comply with all reasonable requests for assistance.

As described in his declaration and documented by the evidence submitted with this application, Mr. Client last reported his trafficking situation with the assistance of his attorney to [LEA] on [Date]. Mr. Client remains willing and able to provide any information requested and assist with the investigation. 

By reporting himself as a trafficking victim to [LEA], providing information and details about his trafficking and his situation, and remaining willing to respond to any further reasonable requests for assistance from law enforcement. 

4) Mr. Client would suffer extreme hardship involving severe and unusual harm upon removal. 

Mr. Client would suffer extreme hardship if removed from the United States because he faces substantial risks of harm in Country and the loss of important resources to which he has access here in the United States. The T visa regulations list several factors USCIS should consider in determining whether he would suffer extreme hardship upon removal. Relevant factors include age and personal circumstances; any condition that requires medical or psychological attention; the nature and extent of the physical and psychological consequences of the trafficking; the impact of the loss of access to the legal system; the likelihood of revictimization and the ability or willingness of foreign authorities to protect him; the likelihood that the trafficker would severely harm the applicant; and the likelihood that his safety would be threatened by the existence of civil unrest or armed conflict. 

a) [bookmark: _Hlk218525631]Mr. Client would suffer extreme hardship upon removal because of his personal circumstances.  

As described in his declaration, Mr. Client would be at risk of serious harm in Country due to his personal circumstances. [Insert facts from declaration showing risk of harm due to personal circumstances]. 

USCIS should consider Mr. Client’s inability to survive in Country when evaluating whether he would suffer extreme hardship upon removal to Country. If Mr. Client must return to Country and cannot find an adequate job there or secure housing, he will suffer extreme hardship. His health and wellbeing will be in jeopardy, and he will be unable to provide for the needs of his family, who depend upon him. He and his family may suffer irreparable consequences due to lack of basic necessities or medical care. 

b) Mr. Client would suffer extreme hardship due to the nature and extent of the psychological and physical consequences of the trafficking.

Mr. Client would also suffer extreme hardship because of his psychological and physical conditions and his need for appropriate care. As recounted in his declaration [insert facts from extreme hardship section on need for or ongoing psychological care/physical care].
The evidence in the record shows that Mr. Client has been traumatized and harmed by his experience and has in no way recovered. Remaining in the United States, especially with a stable immigration status, will provide him an opportunity to begin receiving the therapy he needs to overcome some of this trauma and move forward with his life. If he is removed to Country, he will suffer continued hardship from being forced to confront his trauma in an unsafe environment without needed psychological support.

c) Mr. Client would suffer extreme hardship as a result of losing access to support available to trafficking victims, as well as due to facing the likelihood of revictimization as a trafficking victim. 

If Mr. Client’s application for T nonimmigrant status is approved, this means that the United States will officially recognize him as a victim of trafficking. As a result of that classification, he will gain access to many invaluable resources that can provide much needed support and stability for him, including support for psychological and mental health treatment, housing benefits, food and medical care. Although Mr. Client has begun getting some of the help he needs, the additional support would be very helpful to his recovery. If he is removed from the United States, he will not have access to these benefits and will suffer extreme hardship. 

His lack of such resources in Country also puts him at risk of revictimization by traffickers and other predators because his precarious economic situation and trauma history make him uniquely vulnerable. 

5) Conclusion
In conclusion, Mr. Client qualifies for T nonimmigrant status. Credible evidence shows that the coyotes/traffickers who brought Mr. Client to the United States transported, harbored and obtained him for labor through force and coercion for the purposes of involuntary servitude. They subjected him to involuntary servitude when they forced him to transport bags for them and when they forced him to cook at the house in Arizona. They subjected him to involuntary servitude through the use of force, coercion, and threats of serious harm to break him down psychologically and prevent him from leaving. The traffickers’ actions caused Mr. Client to believe and fear that he could not escape the situation without suffering serious harm.

Based on the credible evidence included with this application, Mr. Client qualifies for T nonimmigrant status as a victim of a severe form of trafficking in persons. I respectfully request that his application be granted.

Thank you for your assistance with this matter. You can contact me at [email and phone] should you have any follow up questions about this case. 
Best,
[Your Name]




