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DISCLSSION:  The ampleyviment-based immigrmt visy petilion wus denicd by the Dircetlor,
Vermont Service Cenler, and is now belore the Associate Commissionsr for Examinations on
appeal. 'The appeal will be dismissed.

The petitionet seeks classification pursuant to seclion 203(h)(2) of the Immigraien and Natonality
Act {the Act), 8 TLE.C. 1153(bN2}, ux a member of the prolessions holding an advanced degree.

The petitioner asserls that an cxemption from the requirement of a job offer, and thus of a labar
certiflleation, is o the national interest of the United Stales. The director Tound that the petitionet
qualifics for classificalion as a member of the professions helding an advanced degres, but that the
petitioner had not established that an exeroplion tfrom the requirenent ol a job olier would be in the
nadional inlercst of Lhe Umiled States.

Review of Scrvice records indicates that, subsequent to the filing of the instant petition, a T.5.
employver fled another Form I-140) pelition secking the sume classification {withoul 4 national
mierest waivery on the ahen®s behalll Service records further indicate that the second petition was
approved oo Cctober 20, 2000, The alicn subscquendly filed a Form (=485 Application o Adjust
Slalus, reeoipt number EAC 01 102 52235 which was approved on May 11, 2002, Decause the
alien has adjusted to lawful permanent rostdent slalos, furthoer parsuil of the matler o1 harud s meoot.

ORDLR: The appeal = dismissed, based on the alian's lawiul pamanent resident status.



