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further inquiry must be made to that ofice. 
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DISCUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, 
Nebraska Service Center, and is now before the Administrative Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal 
will be dismissed. 

The petitioner seeks to classifjr the beneficiary as an outstanding researcher pursuant to section 
203(b)(l)(B) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. fj 1153(b)(l)(B). 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 Bureau records indicates that, subsequent to the filing of the instant petition, the petitioner 
filed another Form 1-140 petition, receipt number LIN 01 106 53084, seeking a different immigrant 
classification on the alien's behalf Bureau records hrther indicate that the second petition was 
approved on March 15,2001. The alien subsequently filed a Form 1-485 Application to Adjust Status, 
which was approved on February 24, 2003. Because the alien has adjusted to l a h l  permanent 
resident status, further pursuit of the matter at hand is moot. 

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


