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TWhile resnondez';t's deportation would result in economic detriment to her, -
such economic detriment, in the absence of other substantial equities, is not '
tantamount to “extreme hardship” within the meaning of section 244(a) (1),

Immigration and Nationality Act, as amended, since there is no evidence of
record that she could not obtain suitable employment in Jamaice, her native

. _country, or England, and it is due only to the Government’s Mberal student

and trainee policy that she has bgen able to acquire the statutory continuous
physical presence in this country for suspension of deportation.

CHARCE:

Order: Act of 1952—Section 24.1(;1) (2) 8 U.S.C. 1251(a) (2)]—Remained
longer—nonimmigrant student. ‘

The trial attorney at the New York, New York Office of the Sexrv-
ice appeals from the decision entered by the special inquiry officer on
June 18, 1963, granting the respondent’s application for suspension
of deportetion under section 24%(a)(1) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act and directing that if Congress takes no action
adverse to the order granting suspension of deportation, the pro-
ceedings be canceled, * * * and further ordering that in the event
the Congress takes action reverse to the order granting suspension
of deportation, these proceedings be reopened upon notice to the
alien. The respondent, 2 36-year-old married female, native and cit-
izen of Jamaica, has had continuous residence in the United States
since her admission at Miami, Florida on or about September 14,
1954 as a monimmigrant student. Deportation proceedings were
instituted against the respondent on January 18, 1965. The order to
show cause among other things alleges that she was authorized to
remain in the United States until December 31, 1964; that she has
remained in the United States without suthority since the latter
date. A hearing in deportation proceedings was held at New York,
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New York on March 3, 1965 at which time the respondent and coun- .
sel admitted the truth of the factual allegations set forth in the
order to show cause and conceded deportability on the charge stated
therein (pp. 2-8). The evidence of record clearly establishes that
the respondent is subject to deportation under the provisions of sec-
tion 241(a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, in thaf,
after admission as a nonimmigrant under section 101(a) (15) of the
Act, she remained in the United States for a longer time than
permitted.

The trial attorney by brief and the Service representative in oral
argument on appeal .urged that tho order entered by the special’
inquiry officer on June 18, 1965 granting the respondent’s application
for suspension of deportation under section 244(a) (1) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act be withdrawn and the respondent be
accorded the privilege of voluntary departure. The Service repre-
sentative argued the facts and circumstances in this case do not
afirmatively establish that the respondent would suffer “extreme
hardship” if compelled to depart from the United States for Eng-
land or to Jamaica the country of her nativity. Counsel for the
respondent urged that the order of the special inquiry officer grant-
ing the respondent’s application for suspension of deportation be
approved. Counsel asserted that the respondent should be allowed to
remain in the United States and adjust her immigrant status to that
of 2 permanent resident as provided in section 244(a) (1) of the Act.
Counsel declared that the grant of suspension of deportation is justi-
fied because the respondent would suffer extreme hardship within the
meaning of the statute if compelled to depart from the United States.

On examination of the record, we find that the respondent was
over 26 years old when she was admitted to the United States as a
nonimmigrant student in September of 1954. Respondent testified
that immediately after her adnission to the United States she en-
rolled as a student at Fisk University; that she attended said uni-

,versity from September 1954 until she was graduated therefrom on
January 28, 1959 at which time she was awarded a Bachelor of Arts
Degree with a major in biology (p. 7 & Ex. 9). Responderit {estified
that after being graduated from Fisk University she received per-

> mission from the Immigration Service to take a course in laboratory

* tachnology; that she registered at the Manhattan Medical and Dental
Assistants’ School in New York, New York and completed her course
of study in the latter school in March 1960 (p. 8 & Ex. 4). The

_ respondent testified that after completing her course at the Manhiat-
tan Medical and Dental Assistants’ School she obtained employment

’
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