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DISCUSSION: The Director, California Service Center, denied the petition for a nonimmigrant visa. 
The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be 
dismissed as moot. 

The petitioner states that it is a holding company which owns a Spanish language radio station in 
Phoenix, Arizona. It seeks to classify the alien beneficiaries as essential support staff to an entertainment 
group whose performances are culturally unique under section 10 1 (a)(15)(P) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (the Act). The director denied the petition, finding that the petitioner had failed to submit 
an appropriate written consultation from a labor organization as required by the regulations. On appeal, 
counsel for the petitioner submitted a brief and additional documentation in support of the petition. 

A review of Citizenship and Immigration Services (CIS) records indicates that on January 11, 2008, the 
petitioner filed a separate petition under WAC 08 071 51532 to classify the same beneficiaries as 
essential support staff under 101(a)(15)(P) of the Act. According to CIS records, the petition was 
approved on January 17, 2008. While the petitioner has not withdrawn the appeal in this proceeding, it 
would appear that the beneficiaries are presently in the United States in P-3s status and the issue in this 
proceeding is moot. Therefore, this appeal is dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed as moot. 


