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DISCUSSION: The delivery bond was declared breached by the Field Office Director,
Enforcement and Removal, Dallas, Texas, and the matter is now before the Administrative Appeals
Office on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed as unnecessary.

The record indicates that on August 26, 2014, the obligor posted a $15,000 bond conditioned for the
delivery of the above referenced alien. A Notice to Deliver Alien (Form I-340) dated September 22,
2014, was sent to the obligor via U.S. postal service delivery confirmation. The notice demanded
the bonded alien's surrender into the custody of Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) at
9:00 a.m. on October On October 23,
2014, the field office director informed the obligor that the delivery bond had been breached as it
was determined that the obligor failed to present the alien, and the alien failed to appear as required.

On appeal, the obligor asserts that the bonded alien appeared before the ICE office in
Washington on October

The record reflects that the field office director issued a Notice of Bond Breach Reconsideration
Decision (Form 71-042) on November 21, 2014. The notice indicates that the bonded alien had
reported to an ICE office in Washington. The bond was reinstated and continued in full
force and effect. Therefore, this appeal is presently unnecessary.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed as unnecessary.



