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Number of Third-
Country Nationals 

Deported to 
Mexico (January 20 
to December 2025) 
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Source. National Migration Institute (INM)



Nationalities of 
Third-Country 

Nationals 
deported to 

Mexico from the 
United States  
(January 20 to 

December 2025)

3,753

767

1,081

3,568

222

694

2,840

58

Source. National Migration Institute (INM)

The total number of 
people deported in this 
time period was 12,983



MEXICAN PROTECTIONS

➜ Article 1 of the 
Constitution.

➜ Article 11 of the 
Constitution.

➜ Complementary 
Protection

➜ Convention Against 
Torture.

➜ 1951 Refugee Convention.

➜ American Convention on 
Human Rights.

➜ 1984 Cartagena 
Convention.

➜ Inter-American Convention 
on the Prevention of 
Torture.

INTERNATIONALDOMESTIC



U.S. PROTECTIVE STATUSES 

Asylum Withholding of Removal Withholding of Removal - CAT Deferral of Removal - CAT

Elements

Fear of persecution on account of 
protected grounds (race/ethnicity, 
religion, nationality, political opinion, 
membership in a particular social group).

Fear of persecution on account of 
protected grounds (race/ethnicity, 
religion, nationality, political opinion, 
membership in a particular social 
group).

Fear of torture. Fear of torture.

Legal Standard “Well-founded” fear (at least a 10% 
chance) of persecution if returned to 
home country.

Persecution is more likely than not 
(more than a 50% chance) if returned to 
home country.

Torture is more likely than not (more 
than a 50% chance) if returned to 
home country.

Torture is more likely than not 
(more than a 50% chance) if 
returned to home country.

Eligibility Bars 

Not eligible if previously deported, if 
convicted of an aggravated felony or if 
applying after one-year of entering the 
United States.

Conviction of a “particularly serious 
crime”.

Conviction of a “particularly serious 
crime”. No eligibility bars.

Eligibility for 
Permanent 

Status

Eligible for permanent status and may not 
be removed.

Not eligible for permanent status, and 
ordered deported to a country where 
there is no fear of persecution.

Not eligible for permanent status, 
and ordered deported to a country 
where there is no fear of torture.

Not eligible for permanent 
status, and ordered deported to 
a country where there is no fear 
of torture.



DUE PROCESS

If a person has received WoR or CAT protections, then…

● Either the person subject to removal or the US government 
may designate a third country (and that third country should 
provide assurances) 

● If the person fears the country selected by the government, 
then they may submit an application for protection based on 
that fear and restart the protection review process (e.g., a 
new interview) 

…but this process was rarely used as, historically, countries were 
not designated.



Previous normative framework (before 2025): Individuals with removal suspension or CAT protection were generally protected from removal to 
the country where they feared persecution or torture.

February 18, 2025: The Trump administration orders evaluation of the feasibility of deportations to third countries for beneficiaries of CAT 
protection or suspension of removal.

Case begins: D.V.D. v. DHS starts.

April 2025: Preliminary injunction (Lower Court) requires DHS:
➜ Prior written notification of removal.
➜ Meaningful opportunity to present fear-based allegations.
➜ Apply the "reasonable fear" standard (less strict than "more likely than not").
➜ Reopen immigration proceedings in a timely manner.

June 2025: The Supreme Court modifies the lower court's decision.

Post-June 2025: The lower court clarifies that the order to provide a meaningful opportunity to present protection claims remains in effect.

DVD VS. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY



ASYLUM/WOR/CAT
IDENTIFICATION

1. EAD Card 
2. Judicial 

Order

3. Appellate 
Decision

4. Form
I-94



1. EAD
Card

A05 = asylum granted. 

C08 = asylum pending. 

C18 = Temporarily not 
removed.

A10 = WOR granted.



2. Judicial Order 
(current).



2. Judicial Order 
(historical).



3. Appellate Decision

Last paragraphP. 1



4. Form I-94.



Form I-246  Form I-220B 
(application)                                              (order of supervision)

Estancia 
Temporal+ =



TYPES OF DOCUMENTS FOR ASYLUM/WOR/CAT  

1.Green Travel
Document

2. Form I-797, 
Notice of 

Action

3. Form I-730,
Refugee/Asylee 
Relative Petition

4. USCIS 
Approval 

Letter



1. Green Travel Document



2. Form I-797, Notice of Action



3. Form I-703, 
Refugee/Asylee, 
Relative Petition



4. USCIS Approval 
Letter



RECOMMENDATIONS

Path One Path Two Path Three Path Four

An individual expresses fear of return
to their country of origin.

An individual indicates prior protection in the U.S. (e.g., 
asylum, WoR and/or CAT).

An individual does not express fear but 
exhibits indicators of vulnerability.

No protective status 
indicators are identified.

INM (1) immediately refers the 
individual to COMAR and/or PPNNA 
for initiation of a refugee or 
complementary protection claim and 
(2) issues a Visitor Card for 
Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR does not consider the fact of 
deportation as evidence of a lack fear.

INM (1) refers the individual to COMAR and/or 
PPNNA, (2) flags the case as involving a prior 
protection determination (which may trigger a 
more efficient process), (3) issues a Visitor Card 
for Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR (1) recognizes prior protective statuses as 
highly probative evidence, (2)establishes a 
favorable presumption, and (3) does no consider 
the fact of deportation as evidence of a lack fear.

NM (1) immediately refers the 
individual to COMAR and/or PPNNA 
for initiation of a refugee or 
complementary protection claim 
and (2) issues a Visitor Card for 
Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR does not consider the fact 
of deportation as evidence of a lack 
vulnerability.

INM proceeds with the 
standard migration 
processing.



QUESTIONNAIRE (SPANISH)



QUESTIONNAIRE (ENGLISH)



RECOMMENDATIONS

Path One Path Two Path Three Path Four

An individual expresses fear of return
to their country of origin.

An individual indicates prior protection in the U.S. (e.g., 
asylum, WoR and/or CAT).

An individual does not express fear but 
exhibits indicators of vulnerability.

No protective status 
indicators are identified.

INM (1) immediately refers the 
individual to COMAR and/or PPNNA 
for initiation of a refugee or 
complementary protection claim and 
(2) issues a Visitor Card for 
Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR does not consider the fact of 
deportation as evidence of a lack fear.

INM (1) refers the individual to COMAR and/or 
PPNNA, (2) flags the case as involving a prior 
protection determination (which may trigger a 
more efficient process), (3) issues a Visitor Card 
for Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR (1) recognizes prior protective statuses as 
highly probative evidence, (2)establishes a 
favorable presumption, and (3) does no consider 
the fact of deportation as evidence of a lack fear.

NM (1) immediately refers the 
individual to COMAR and/or PPNNA 
for initiation of a refugee or 
complementary protection claim 
and (2) issues a Visitor Card for 
Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR does no consider the fact of 
deportation as evidence of a lack 
vulnerability.

INM proceeds with the 
standard migration 
processing.

Express Fear
(e.g., application, partial forms).



RECOMMENDATIONS

Path One Path Two Path Three Path Four

An individual expresses fear of return
to their country of origin.

An individual indicates prior protection in the U.S. (e.g., 
asylum, WoR and/or CAT).

An individual does not express fear but 
exhibits indicators of vulnerability.

No protective status 
indicators are identified.

INM (1) immediately refers the 
individual to COMAR and/or PPNNA 
for initiation of a refugee or 
complementary protection claim and 
(2) issues a Visitor Card for 
Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR does no consider the fact of 
deportation as evidence of a lack fear.

INM (1) refers the individual to COMAR and/or 
PPNNA, (2) flags the case as involving a prior 
protection determination (which may trigger a 
more efficient process), (3) issues a Visitor Card 
for Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR (1) recognizes prior protective statuses as 
highly probative evidence, (2)establishes a 
favorable presumption, and (3) does no consider 
the fact of deportation as evidence of a lack fear.

NM (1) immediately refers the 
individual to COMAR and/or PPNNA 
for initiation of a refugee or 
complementary protection claim 
and (2) issues a Visitor Card for 
Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR does no consider the fact of 
deportation as evidence of a lack 
vulnerability.

INM proceeds with the 
standard migration 
processing.



RECOMMENDATIONS

Path One Path Two Path Three Path Four

An individual expresses fear of return
to their country of origin.

An individual indicates prior protection in the U.S. (e.g., 
asylum, WoR and/or CAT).

An individual does not express fear but 
exhibits indicators of vulnerability.

No protective status 
indicators are identified.

INM (1) immediately refers the 
individual to COMAR and/or PPNNA 
for initiation of a refugee or 
complementary protection claim and 
(2) issues a Visitor Card for 
Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR does no consider the fact of 
deportation as evidence of a lack fear.

INM (1) refers the individual to COMAR and/or 
PPNNA, (2) flags the case as involving a prior 
protection determination (which may trigger a 
more efficient process), (3) issues a Visitor Card 
for Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR (1) recognizes prior protective statuses as 
highly probative evidence, (2)establishes a 
favorable presumption, and (3) does no consider 
the fact of deportation as evidence of a lack fear.

NM (1) immediately refers the 
individual to COMAR and/or PPNNA 
for initiation of a refugee or 
complementary protection claim 
and (2) issues a Visitor Card for 
Humanitarian Reasons (TVRH).

COMAR does not consider the fact 
of deportation as evidence of a lack 
vulnerability.

INM proceeds with the 
standard migration 
processing.

In the event that a child, adolescent, or other 
vulnerable is deported (and in line with Migration 
Law Art. 52).



www.imumi.org

contacto@imumi.org

Tel. (52 55) 5211.4153 y 5658.7384

Tel. Clínica Jurídica (52 55) 9154.8990 y 9131.7512​

Tel. EUA (208) 753.7041


	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4: MEXICAN PROTECTIONS 
	Slide 5: U.S. PROTECTIVE STATUSES 
	Slide 6: DUE PROCESS
	Slide 7: DVD VS. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
	Slide 8: ASYLUM/WOR/CAT  IDENTIFICATION
	Slide 9: EAD Card
	Slide 10
	Slide 11
	Slide 12
	Slide 13
	Slide 14
	Slide 15: TYPES OF DOCUMENTS FOR ASYLUM/WOR/CAT  
	Slide 16
	Slide 17
	Slide 18
	Slide 19
	Slide 20: RECOMMENDATIONS
	Slide 21
	Slide 22
	Slide 23: RECOMMENDATIONS
	Slide 24: RECOMMENDATIONS
	Slide 25: RECOMMENDATIONS
	Slide 26

