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In re: NEI—
IN BOND PROCEEDINGS

APPEAL
ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT: Pro se

APPLICATION: Redetermination of custody status

The respondent, a native and citizen of India, appeals the bond decision of the Immigration
Judge, dated June 29, 2018, granting the respondent release on bond conditioned upon the
presentation of a valid passport to confirm his identity, and upon the posting of $17,500. The
Immigration Judge conducted the hearing pursuant to section 236(a) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a). The Immigration Judge issued a bond memorandum setting
forth the reasons for the bond decision on July 18, 2018. The appeal will be dismissed.

We review Immigration Judges’ findings of fact for clear error, but questions of law, discretion,
and judgment, and all other issues in appeals, de novo. 8 C.F.R. § 1003.1(d)(3).

On appeal, the respondent argues that the bond amount is too high, but he did not present
financial documents to indicate what the bond amount should be. Further, he did not submit
evidence of a valid passport. Absent arguments or evidence to support his position, we will not
reverse the Immigration Judge’s decision. Accordingly, the following order will be entered.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.
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