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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, Nebraska Service Center. The
matter 1s now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAQO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed.

The petitioner is engaged in the manufacture and sale of plastic welding machineries and jigs. It seeks to
employ the beneficiary temporarily in the United States as its chief engineer. The director determined that
the petitioner had not established that the beneficiary possessed specialized knowledge or that the proposed
position required specialized knowledge.

On appeal, the petitioner argues that the petitioner satisfied the burden of proof in this matter and that the
beneficiary does in fact possess specialized knowledge as defined by 8 C.F.R. § 214.2(1)(1)(i1)(D).

A review of Bureau records indicates that this i ' o the beneficiary of an approved
nonimmigrant petition, filed by a different emp]oyer,Wand has been granted L-1B status for
the period from May 1, 2006 through April 30, 2007. While the petitioner has not withdrawn the appeal in
this proceeding, it would appear that the beneficiary is presently authorized to work in the United States as an

intracompany transferee with specialized knowledge and the issues in this proceeding are moot. Therefore,
this appeal is dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed as moot.



