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Donghong Ye, a native and citizen of China, petitions for review of the
Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) decision dismissing Ye’s appeal of the
Immigration Judge’s (“IJ”) decision denying any relief from removal. The denial
was on the basis of marriage fraud. Substantial evidence supported the finding of
marriage fraud, including the admission of Ye’s ex-wife that she was paid to enter
a marriage that was not bona fide. The BIA did not fail to take hardship claims
into account or otherwise abuse its discretion when it denied a waiver of
inadmissability.
Ye’s principal argument is that the IJ should not have denied him a
continuance in order to permit his mother to obtain an interpreter. The only
purpose that was stated for her testimony was that she would describe the
persecution Ye’s father experienced when Ye was a child. Since there was no
nexus between the father’s persecution and the likelihood of Ye himself being
persecuted, the testimony could not have affected the decision in the case. See
Singh v. I.N.S., 134 F.3d 962, 967 (9th Cir. 1998).
The petition for review is DENIED.
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