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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW

DALLAS IMMIGRATION COURT

Respondent Name: A-Number:
ROBERTS, IAN ANDRE  —

To: Riders:

o In Removal Proceedings

ROBERTS, IAN ANDRE Initiated by the Department of Homeland Security
_ Date:
LITTLE ELM, TX 75068 05/22/2024

ORDER OF THE IMMIGRATION JUDGE

Respondent was provided written notification of the time, date, and location of Respondent's
removal hearing. INA §§ 239(2)(1), (2). Respondent was also provided a written warning of the
consequences under INA § 240(b)(5) that failing to appear at such hearing, other than for exceptional
circumstances as defined in INA § 240(e)(1), may result in a hearing held in Respondent's absence
and the issuance of an order of removal, provided the Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
establishes by clear, unequivocal, and convincing evidence that Respondent is removable and that
Respondent or Respondent's representative was provided written notification of the hearing as required
under INA § 239(a)(1)(2). See INA § 240(b)(5)(A); 8 C.ER. § 1003.26.

Despite the written notification provided, Respondent failed to appear at the hearing, and no
exceptional circumstances were shown for the failure to appear. INA § 240(e)(1). Therefore, the
immigration court conducted the hearing in absentia pursuant to INA § 240(b)(5)(A). At this hearing,
the immigration court determined that:

O Ata prior hearing, Respondent admitted the factual allegations in the Notice to Appear and
conceded removability. The immigration court finds removability established as charged.

The DHS submitted documentary evidence relating to Respondent that established the
truth of the factual allegations contained in the Notice to Appear. The immigration court
finds removability established as charged.

O The Respondent, in written pleadings, admitted the factual allegations in the Notice to Appear
and conceded removability. The immigration court finds removability established as charged.

O Other/Additional Information

The immigration court further finds that Respondent's failure to appear and proceed with any
applications for relief constitutes an abandonment of any pending applications for relief or protection
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from removal and of any applications the respondent may have been eligible to file. Those
applications are deemed abandoned and denied for lack of prosecution. See 8 C.ER. § 1003.31(h);
Matter of Perez, 19 1&N Dec. 433 (BIA 1987); Matter of R-R, 20 I&N Dec. 547 (BIA 1992).

ORDER: Respondent shall be removed to Guyana or in the alternative to on the charge(s) contained in the
Notice to Appear. :

Failure to Depart: If Respondent is subject to a final order of removal and willfully fails or refuses
(1) to depart from the United States pursuant to the immigration court's order, (2) to make timely
application in good faith for travel or other documents necessary to depart the United States, (3) to
present themselves at the time and place required for removal by the DHS, or (4) conspires to or
takes any action designed to prevent or hamper their departure pursuant to the order of removal,
Respondent shall be subject to a civil monetary penalty for each day Respondent is in violation,
pursuant to INA§ 274D and 8 C.FR. § 280.53(b)(14). If Respondent is removable pursuant to INA §
237(a), then Respondent shall be further fined and/or imprisoned for up to 10 years. See INA §
243(a)(1).

Immigration Judge: Thielemann, Christopher 05/22/2024

Certificate of Service
This document was served:
Via: [ M ] Mail | [ P ] Personal Service | [ E ] Electronic Service
To: [ M ] Noncitizen | [ ] Noncitizen c/o custodial officer | [ ] Noncitizen's atty/rep. | [ M ] DHS
Respondent Name : ROBERTS, IAN ANDRE | A-Number -
Riders:
Date: 05/23/2024 By: Alcaine, Salvador, Court Staff
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you may file a petition for review within 30 days with the appropriate Circuit Court of Appeals to
appeal this decision pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1252; INA § 242.

{3 Attached is a copy of the decision of the immigration judge relating to a Credible Fear Review. This is
a final order. No appeal is available.

O other:

Date: 05/22/2024

Immigration Judge: Thielemann, Christopher 05/22/2024

Certificate of Service
This document was served:

Via: [ M ] Mail | [ P ] Personal Service | [ E ] Electronic Service

To: [ M ] Noncitizen | [ ] Noncitizen c/o custodial officer | [ ] Noncitizen's atty/rep. | [ M ] DHS
Respondent Name : ROBERTS, IAN ANDRE | A-Number :

Riders:

Date: 05/23/2024 By: Alcaine, Salvador, Court Staff
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Jackeline Gonzalez Attorney at Law PLLC. November 25, 2024

Little Elm. Tx 75068

RE: Qutstanding Balance
Mr. Roberts,

Our firm is writing to address the matter of an ouistanding bajance owed for legal services provided.
Despite previous attempts to resolve this matter. the balance remains unpaid.

As of the date of this letter. there is an outstanding Balance i See Below)
OUTSTANDING BALANCE: $11,790.00

Please be advised that failure to address this marter promptly may result in further action. including legal
recourse to recover the balance.

Te facilitate prompt resolution. our firm kindly request that you contact the firm within |4 calendar days
10 discuss pavment arrangements.

Should you have any questions or require ciarification regarding this matter. picase do not hesitate to
contact our office. at or email us at

Jackeline Gonzalez Esq.
Attomey/CEO

Jackeline Gonzalez Attorney at Law PLLC.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
. EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW

DALLAS IMMIGRATION COURT

Respondent Name: A-Number:
ROBERTS, IAN ANDRE ,

To: Riders:

o ) In Removal Proceedings

Gonzalez, Jackeline Initiated by the Department of Homeland Security
I Date:
PASADENA, TX 77506 04/24/2025

ORDER OF THE IMMIGRATION JUDGE

Respondent was ordered removed from the United States in absentia on 05/22/2024

Respondent {J the Department of Homeland Security has now filed a motion to reopen these
proceedings.

Upon reading and considering the motion, and any opposition from the non-moving party, the
motion is [J granted denied for the following reason(s):

O Failure to demonstrate that Respondent's failure to appear was the result of exceptional
circumstances. See INA § 240(b)(5)(C)(), (e)(1).

Failure to demonstrate that the Respondent did not receive notice under INA § 239(a)
(1)-(2). See INA § 240(b)(5)(C)(ii).

0O Other:

In general, a motion to reopen must be filed within 90 days of the date of entry of a
final order of removal. 8 C.FR. § 1003.23(b). However, an order entered in absentia

pursuant to INA § 240(b)(5) may be rescinded upon a motion to reopen filed at any

time if the applicant demonstrates that he or she did not receive notice in accordance
with INA §§ 239(a)(1) or (2) of the Act, or the applicant demonstrates that he or she
was in Federal or state custody and the failure to appear was through no fault of the
applicant. 8 C.FR. § 1003.23(b)(4)(ii).

Respondent's motion claims that he did not freceive the Notice of Hearing (NOH) for
the May 22, 2024, hearing, and that he would have attended the hearing had he
received it. The Board of Immigration Appeals (Board) has held that when service of a
written notice is sent by regular mail, there is a presumption of delivery, but the
presumption is weaker than the presumption that applies to documents sent by certified
mail. Matter of M-R-A-, 24 I&N Dec. 665, 673 (BIA 2008). In determining whether
this presumption is rebutted, “all relevant ev1dence, both direct and circumstantial,
should be considered.” Navarrete-Lopez v. Barr, 919 F.3d 951, 954 (5th Cir. 2019)
(internal quotations omitted). The Board enumerated an inexhaustible list of seven
factors to consider when determining whether a respondent has overcome the
presumption of delivery when notice is delive'lred by regular mail. Matter of M-R-A-, 24
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