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DISCUSSION: The Director, Vermont Service Center, denied the petition for a nonirnrnigrant visa. The 
matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The AAO will dismiss the appeal. 

The petitioner filed this nonimmigrant petition seeking to extend the employment of its manager, finance and 
planning as an L-IA nonimrnigrant intracompany transferee pursuant to section 101(a)(15)(L) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1101(a)(15)(L). The petitioner is a Virginia 
corporation engaged in telecommunications consulting, and claims to be an affiliate of the beneficiary's 
former foreign employer located in India. The beneficiary was initially granted a one-year period of' stay to 
work in a new office and the petitioner now seeks to extend his status for a three-year period. 

The director denied the petition on August 18, 2003, concluding that the petitioner did not establish that the 
beneficiary would be employed in a primarily managerial or executive capacity. The petitioner subsequently 
filed a timely appeal. However, on April 27,2004, the director re-opened and approved the petition on service 
motion pursuant to 8 C.F.R. $ 103.5(i). 

Further, a review of Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) records indicates that this beneficiary in this 
case is also the beneficiary of an approved immigrant petition, filed by the same employer, and has adjusted 
status to that of a permanent resident as of December 2, 2004. While the petitioner has not withdrawn the 
appeal in this proceeding, it would appear that the instant petition was approved subsequent to the filing of the 
appeal, and the beneficiary is presently a permanent resident. Accordingly the issues in this proceeding are 
moot and the appeal will be dismissed. 

. ORDER: The appeal is dismissed as moot. 


