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DISCUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition was 
denied by the Director, Vermont Service Center, and is now before 
the Associate Commissioner for Examinations on appeal. The appeal 
will be dismissed. 

The petitioner is an engineering services firm. It seeks to 
classify the beneficiary as an outstanding researcher pursuant to 
section 203(b) (1) (B) of the Immigration and Nationality Act [the 
Act) , 8 U.S.C. 1153 (b) (1) (B) . The petitioner seeks to employ the 
beneficiary permanently in the United States as a research 
scientist. The director determined that the petitioner had not 
established that the beneficiary is recognized internationally as 
outstanding in his academic field, as required for classification 
as an outstanding researcher. 

Review of Service records indicates that, prior to the filing of 
the instant petition, another U.S. employer filed another Form 
1-140 petition seeking the same classification, with receipt number 
WAC 98 128 52334. Service records further indicate that this 
earlier petition was approved on September 30, 1998. The alien 
subsequently filed a Form 1-485 Application to Adjust Status, which 
was pending when the present petition was filed, and which was 
approved on May 5, 2000. Because the alien has adjusted to lawful 
permanent resident status, further pursuit of the matter at hand is 
moot. 

ORDER : The appeal is dismissed, based on the alien's adjustment 
to lawful permanent resident status. 


