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DISCUSSION: The service center director denied the nonimmigrant visa petition that is now before 
the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed as the matter is now 
moot. 

The petitioner is a clinical-stage pharmaceutical company. To continue to employ the beneficiary as 
a senior scientist, the petitioner endeavors to continue his classification as a nonimmigrant worker in 
a specialty occupation pursuant to section 10 1 (a)(l 5)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 9 1 101(a)(l5)(H)(i)(b). 

The director denied the petition, finding that the beneficiary had then been in the United States for 
more than six years, and that no exception to the applicant's ineligibility pursuant to 8 C.F.R. 
9 214.2(h)(l)(iii) justifies extending the applicant's visa in this case. On appeal, counsel asserted 
that the exception contained in section 104 of the Act applies in the instant case. 

U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services records indicate that the beneficiary applied for 
adjustment of status on October 23, 2006, by a Form 1-485 assigned receipt number LIN 07 017 
53159, and that he became a la&l permanent resident on October 5, 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. 


