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Bonded Alien:
IMMIGRATION BOND: . Bond Condftioned for the Delivery of an Alien under Section 103 of the h
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1103
ON BEHALF OF OBLIGOR:
INSTRUCTIONS:

Enclosed please find the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All of the
documents related to this matter have been returned to the office that originally decided your case. Please
be advised that any further inquiry that you might have concerning your case ‘must be made to that office.

If you believe the AAO inappropriately applied the law in reachmg its decision, or you have additional
information that you wish to have considered, you may file a motion to réconsider or a motion to reopen
in accordance with the instructions on Form [-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, with a fee of $630. The
specific requirements for filing such a motion can be found at 8 C.F.R. § 103.5. Do not file any motion
directly with the AAO. Please be aware that 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(1)(i) requires any motion to be filed
within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider or reopen. ‘

Thank you,

Ron Rosenberg
Acting Chief, Administrative Appeals Ofﬁce
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DISCUSSION: The delivery bond in this matter was declared breached by the Fiefd Office
Director, Detention and Removal, Dallas, . Texas, and is now before the Administrative Appeals
Office on appeal. The appeal will be summarily dismissed.

The record indicates that on January 17, 2002, the obligor posted a $7,500 bond conditioned for the
delivery of the above referenced alien. A Notice to Deliver Alien (Form 1-340) dated March 31,
2005, was sent via certified mail, return receipt réquested. The notice demanded the bonded alien's
surrender into the custody of an officer of Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) at 9:00
a.m. on May 3, 2005, at 8101 N. Stemmons Freeway, Dallas, TX 75247. The obligor failed to
present the alien, and the alien failed to appear as required. On May 6, 2005, the field office
director informed the obligor that the delivery bond had been breached. '

The Form 1-352 provides that the obligor and co-obligor are jointly and severally liable for the
obligations imposed by the bond contract. As such, ICE may pursue a breach of bond against one
or both of the contracting parties. See Restatement (Third) of Suretyship and Guaranty § 50
(1996). Consequently, the record clearly establishes that the notice was properly served on either
the obligor or the co-obligor in compliance with 8 C.F.R. § 103.8(a)(2)(iv). Reference in this
decision to the obligor is equally applicable to the co-obligor and vice versa.

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(a)(1)(Vv) 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 an undetermined number of days in which to submit a brief
and/or evidence to this office. To date, however, no additional correspondence has been

presented by the counsel or the obligor.

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.



