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DISCUSSION: The Director, California Service Center, denied the employment-based immigrant 
visa petition and it is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal 
will be dismissed. 

The petitioner is a church. It seeks to classify the beneficiary as a special immigrant religious 
worker pursuant to section 203(b)(4) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 
§ 1153(b)( 4), to perform services as a minister. The director determined that as the beneficiary 
was not in a lawful immigration status and did not have authority to work throughout the 
qualifying period, the petitioner had not established that the beneficiary worked continuously in a 
qualifying religious occupation or vocation for two full years immediately preceding the filing of 
the visa petition. 

Review of U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services' records indicates that the petitioner was 
granted lawful permanent residence on May 2, 2011. Therefore, further pursuit of the matter at 
hand is moot. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed based on the alien's lawful permanent resident status in the 
United States. 


