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DISCUSSION: The employment-based immigrant visa petition was denied by the Director, 
Vermont Service Center. The Associate Commissioner for Examinations remanded the matter to 
the director because of changes to the statute and regulations. The director again denied the petition 
and certified the decision to the Associate Commissioner for review. The decision will be affirmed. 

The petitioner seeks classification pursuant to section 203@)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 1153@)(2), as a member of the professions holding an advanced degree. 
The petitioner asserts that an exemption from the requirement of a job offer, and thus of a labor 
certification, is in the national interest of the United States because he intends to practice medicine 
in a medically underserved area. The petitioner had maintained that he should not have to follow 
the legislative requirements at section 203(b)(2)(B)(ii) of the Act, pertaining to physicians 
practicing in medically underserved areas. There is no indication in the statute that these new 
requirements are optional. The director found that the petitioner qualifies for classification as a 
member of the professions holding an advanced degree, but that the petitioner had failed to comply 
with statutory and regulatory requirements relating to national interest waivers for physicians in 
underserved areas. Although the director afforded the petitioner an opportunity to submit a written 
response to the certified denial, the record contains no such response. 

Review of Service records indicates that, subsequent to the filing of the instant petition, a U.S. 
employer filed another Form 1-140 petition seeking the same immigrant classification on the alien's 
behalf. That petition, filed on May 19, 2000, has a priority date of October 5, 1999, indicating that 
the petition was filed with a labor certification. Service records further indicate that the second 
petition was approved on September 5, 2000. The alien subsequently departed from the United 
States and re-entered with an immigrant visa, thereby becoming a lawful permanent resident. 
Because of the alien's lawful 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 


