






proper interpretation of the asyJum statute and the protection it affords 10 women 

persecuted on account of their gender. 

3. The proposed brief is not duplicative of briefing filed by any party, and

presents arguments central to this case. Specifically, the proposed amicus brief addresses the 

Board of Immigration Appeals' ("Board") seminal decision in Mauer of Acosta, 19 I. & N. 

Dec. 211,233 (BIA 1985}, including its conclusion that gender may define a particular social 

group. It further describes how Acosta's framework has been accepted by U.S. courts and 

international bodies, and was reaffinned in Matter of A-B-, 27 I. & N. Dec. 316, 328 (A.G. 

2018). Because gender per se may define a particular social group, the brief argues that 

the Immigration Judge wrongly found that the Respondent's proposed particular social 

group of"Salvadoran women,, was not legally cognizable 

4. HIRC is well equipped to make these arguments, having been a leader

in the field of refugee and asylum law for over 35 years. HIRC has an interest in the 

appropriate application and development of U.S. asylum and immigration Jaw, so t11at 

claims for asylum protection and other immigration relief receive fail' and full 

consideration under existing standards oflaw. 

5. HIRC has worked with thousands of immigrants and refugees :from

around the world since its founding in 1984. It combines representation of individual 

applicants for asylum and related relief with the development of theories, policy and national 

advocacy. 



6. HlllC attorneys are recognized experts in asylum law, including asylum

cases involving gender. HIRC has been engaged by the Justice Department in the training 

of immigration judges, and by the Asylum Office of U.S.C.I.S. in the training of asylum 

officers and supervisors on issues related to asylum law. HIRC was central to the drafting 

of the historic U.S. Gender Asylum Guidelines, which were adopted by the federal 

government, and has played a key role in promoting appropriate and fairtrea1mentofwomen 

in the interpretation of U.S. asylum law. In addition, HIRC has represented hundreds of 

women applying for asylum protection, and has filed briefs as amicus curiae in many cases 

before the U.S. Supreme Court, federal courts of appeaJ, the Board oflmmigration Appeals, 

nnd various international tribunals. This includes filing amicus curiae briefs in Fatin v. 

I.N.S .• 12 F.3d 1233 {3d Cir. 1993); Angoucheva v. LN.S., 106 F.3d. 781 (7th Cir. 1997)� In 

re R-A-, 22 L & N. Dec. 906 (B.I.A. 2001); Matter of R-A-, 24 I. & N. Dec. 629 (B.I.A. 

20O8);Matter of A-R-C-G-, 26 I. & N. Dec. 388 (BJ.A. 2014); Hernandez Lopez v. Sessions, 

Nos. 17-9517 & 17-9531 (10th Cir. 2018); and Matter of A-B-, 27 I. & N. Dec. 316 (A.G. 

2018). 

WHEREFORE, the HIRC respectfully requests that the Board grant HIRC leave to appear as 

amicus curiae in the above-captioned matter to aJiow for the submission of HIRC's Amicus Brief 

accompanying this motion. 
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