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The Applicant, a native and citizen of Ghana, has applied to adjust status to that of a lawful permanent 
resident and seeks a waiver of inadmissibility under section 212(i) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1182(i). 

The Director of the Cleveland, Ohio Field Office denied the application, concluding that the record 
did not establish that the Applicant's qualifying relative, her U.S. citizen spouse, would experience 
extreme hardship if the waiver were denied. On appeal, the Applicant claims that the Director failed 
to properly consider all the evidence and that a request for evidence should have been issued for any 
deficiency. 

In these proceedings, it is the Applicant's burden to establish eligibility for the requested benefit. 
Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S .C. § 1361. Upon de nova review, we will dismiss the appeal. 

I. LAW 

Any foreign national who, by fraud or willfully misrepresenting a material fact, seeks to procure ( or 
has sought to procure or has procured) a visa, other documentation, or admission into the United States 
or other benefit provided under the Act, is inadmissible. Section 212(a)(6)(C)(i) of the Act, 8 U.S .C. 
§ 1182(a)(6)(C)(i). There is a discretionary waiver of this inadmissibility ifrefusal of admission would 
result in extreme hardship to the United States citizen or lawful permanent resident spouse or parent 
of the foreign national. Section 212(i) of the Act. 

A determination of whether denial of admission will result in extreme hardship depends on the facts 
and circumstances of each case. Matter of Cervantes-Gonzalez, 22 I&N Dec. 560, 565 (BIA 1999) 
( citations omitted). We recognize that some degree of hardship to qualifying relatives is present in 
most cases; however, to be considered "extreme," the hardship must exceed that which is usual or 
expected. See Matter of Pilch, 21 I&N Dec. 627, 630-31 (BIA 1996) (finding that factors such as 
economic detriment, severing family and community ties, loss of current employment, and cultural 
readjustment were the "common result of deportation" and did not alone constitute extreme 
hardship). In determining whether extreme hardship exists, individual hardship factors that may not 



rise to the level of extreme must also be considered in the aggregate. Matter of Ige, 20 I&N Dec. 880, 
882 (BIA 1994) ( citations omitted). 

II. ANALYSIS 

The Applicant was found inadmissible for fraud or misrepresentation for falsely claiming to be a 
national of Liberia to obtain employment authorization, and she seeks a waiver of this inadmissibility. 
The issue on appeal is whether the Applicant has demonstrated her U.S. citizen spouse would suffer 
extreme hardship upon denial of the waiver. 

The Applicant must demonstrate that denial of the application would result in extreme hardship to a 
qualifying relative or relatives, in this case her U.S. citizen spouse. An applicant may show extreme 
hardship in two scenarios: 1) if the qualifying relative remains in the United States separated from the 
applicant and 2) if the qualifying relative relocates overseas with the applicant. Demonstrating 
extreme hardship under both scenarios is not required if an applicant's evidence establishes that one 
of these scenarios would result from the denial of the waiver. The Applicant may meet this burden by 
submitting a statement from the qualifying relative certifying under penalty of perjury that the 
qualifying relative would relocate with the Applicant, or would remain in the United States, if the 
Applicant is denied admission. 9 USCIS Policy Manual B.4(B), https://www.uscis.gov/policymanual. 
In the present case, the record does not contain a statement from the Applicant's spouse indicating 
whether he intends to remain in the United States or relocate to Ghana if the Applicant's waiver 
application is denied. The Applicant must therefore establish that if she is denied admission, her 
qualifying relative would experience extreme hardship both upon separation and relocation. 

On appeal, the Applicant submits, among other things, an updated statement from her daughter, a 
statement from her spouse, a furlough letter for her spouse, unemployment insurance instructions for 
her spouse, an Italian foreigner's permit for her spouse, and country conditions information on Ghana. 
Documentation submitted with the waiver application includes but is not limited to statements from 
the Applicant and her daughter, medical visit printouts for her spouse, financial documentation, 
character letters, information on diabetes and stress, and information on Ghana. The Applicant 
contends that her spouse would suffer financial and medical hardship upon separation. 

Regarding financial hardship, the Applicant claims her spouse cannot afford to support himself and 
their children 1 on his own. The Applicant submits evidence on appeal indicating that her spouse has 
become unemployed because of the pandemic. The Applicant indicates she remains employed and is 
able to support them with her income. We acknowledge the Applicant's spouse may experience some 
financial hardship upon separation; however, the record does not indicate that he is unable to obtain 
other employment or whether he has attempted to do so. In addition, the record does not contain recent 
documentation establishing the Applicant and her spouse's current total income (including 
unemployment benefits), expenses, assets, and liabilities. 

Concerning medical hardship, the Applicant's spouse claims his medical conditions will worsen upon 
separation because the Applicant cooks healthy meals for him and makes him exercise. He contends 
he would become depressed and stressed, which would worsen his health. The spouse's medical 

1 The Applicant has one daughter and her spouse has two daughters. All their children are over the age of 18. 
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documentation indicates he has hypertension, back pain, and knee pain, and he takes two medications 
for his high blood pressure. Beyond a listing of his conditions and medications, the evidence submitted 
does not sufficiently detail the severity of his conditions, the prognoses, or any required treatments. 
The record does not indicate the spouse requires assistance to manage his conditions or show how he 
is unable to otherwise follow exercise and dietary recommendations. The evidence does not support 
that the Applicant's spouse would be physically or emotionally unable to care for himself in the 
Applicant's absence. In addition, concerning the spouse's claims of depression and stress, the record 
does not suggest that he would be unable to seek mental health treatment in the Applicant's absence. 

Regarding hardship to the Applicant's daughter, the submitted evidence does not specifically address 
how the emotional and financial hardship to her daughter would affect her spouse. The record does 
not demonstrate in detail how the spouse would experience hardship in the Applicant's absence related 
to her daughter that is unique or atypical. 

Finally, the record reflects the spouse has a supportive community and family ties in the United States. 
The evidence does not indicate that these community and family members would be unable to provide 
the spouse support in the Applicant's absence. 

Although we acknowledge that the Applicant's spouse may face some hardships upon separation, 
based on the record, we cannot conclude that when considered in the aggregate, the hardship to the 
spouse would go beyond the common results of inadmissibility or removal and rise to the level of 
extreme hardship. 

The Applicant must establish that denial of the waiver application would result in extreme hardship to 
a qualifying relative both upon separation and relocation. As the Applicant has not established extreme 
hardship to her spouse in the event of separation, we cannot conclude she has met this requirement. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 
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