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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the service center director, and the 
petitioner's subsequent filing in response to that decision was considered by the service center director 
as a motion to reopen or reconsider and dismissed. The matter is now before the Administrative 
Appeals Office on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed as the matter is now moot. 

The petitioner is a corporation doing business as a computer and software consulting firm. To 
continue to employ the beneficiary as a computer systems analyst, the petitioner endeavors to 
continue his classification as a nonimmigrant worker in a specialty occupation pursuant to section 
101 (a)(l 5)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 
§ 1 101 (a>(l5)(H)(i)(b). 

The director denied the petition on multiple grounds. The director considered the petitioner's filing 
in response to the appeal as a motion to reopen or reconsider, and she dismissed it as such, based 
upon her determination that the requirements for reopening or reconsideration had not been met. On 
appeal, the petitioner contends that the director's decision to deny the petition was erroneous on the 
merits, and that the director further erred in adjudicating the petitioner's subsequent filing as a 
motion instead of forwarding it to the AAO as an appeal. 

U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services records indicate that the beneficiary applied for 
adjustment of status on September 21, 2008, by a Form 1-485 assigned receipt number MSC 08 359 
10097, and that he became a lawful permanent resident on April 1, 2009. The beneficiary's 
adjustment of status to permanent resident renders the present proceeding moot. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed based on the beneficiary's adjustment of status to that of a 
permanent resident. 


