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DISCUSSION: The delivery bond in this matter was declared breached
by the District Director, San Antonio, Texas, and is now before the
Associate Commissioner for Examinations on appeal. The appeal will
be summarily dismissed.

The record indicates that on July 9, 2002, the obligor posted a
$7,500 bond conditioned for the delivery of the above referenced
alien. A Notice to Deliver Alien (Form I-340) dated August 30,
2002, was sent to the co-obligor via certified mail, return receipt
reguested. The notice demanded the bonded alien’s surrender into
the custody of an officer of the Immigration and Naturalization
Service (the Service) at 10:00 a.m. on September 30, 2002, at*

N ' S San Antonio, TX 78239. The
obligor ralled to present the alien, and the alien failed to appear
as required. On COctober 21, 2002, the district director informed
the co-obligor that the delivery bond had been breached.

8 C.F.R. 103.3(a) (1) (v) states, in pertinent part:

An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily
dismiss any appeal when the party concerned fails to
identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or
statement of fact for the appeal.

On appeal, counsel merely requests a 60 day extension to file a
brief subsequent to the receipt of the alien’s file pursuant to his
FOIA request. : ‘

Inasmuch as counsel has failed to identify specifically an
erroneous conclusion of law or a statement of fact as a basis for
the appeal, the regulations mandate the summary dismissal of the
appeal.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



