
• 

OCT t 8 2012 
IN RE Pl't it iUller: 

Bl'IH.:'fic iary: 

U. S. Department of Homeland Securit) 
L S. Cjli/.ell~hir and Immigration Services 
AUl11illi~lralivc Appeal" Office (:,\;\0) 
20 ./yla:.sachusl't1s Ave .. N.W., MS 2090 
Washington. DC 20529-2090 

Office CALIFORNIA SERVICE CENTER 

u.s. Citizenship 
and Immigration 
Services 

FILE: 

PETITION: Petition for a Nonimmigrant Worker Pursuant to Section 101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) of the 

Illl11li~ration ano Nationality Act, 8 USC § 1101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) 

01'\ BEHALF OF PETITIONER 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

EnclmL'O pic'ase fino the ol'CLsion of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All of the documents 

related to tillS mattcr have heen returned to the office that originally decided your case. Please be advised that 

allY further inquiry thai you might have concerning your case must be made to that office. 

If you hellcve the AAO inappropriately applied the law in reaching its decision, or you have additional 

information that you v, .. j:-.h to have considered, you may file a motion to reconsider or a motion to reopen in 

aCL'lmJanee \\ itll the ""tructions on Form 1-290B, Notice of Appeal or Motion, with a fee of $630. The 

specific requiremcnts for filing such a motion can be found at 8 CF.R. § 103.5. Do not file any motion 
directly with the AAO. Plcase he aware that 8 CF.R. ~ 103.5(a)(I)(i) requires any motion to be filed within 

_,0 days orthe decisioll that thc motion seeks to reconsider or reopen. 

Thank you. 

~~ f...../ 
Perry Rhew 

Cilld, Auministrali\C Appeal.s Office 

W)\'w.uscis.gov 



\ 

Page .2 

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

On the Form 1-129 visa petition. the petitioner stated that it is a home health agency. In order to 
l'mploy the beneficiary in what it designates as a quality assurance coordinator position. the 
petitioner endcavors to classify her as a nonimmigrant worker in a specialty occupation pursuant to 
section 101 (a)( 15 )(H )(i)(b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act). 8 USc. 
~ 1101(a)(15)(H)(i)(h). 

The director denied Ihe petilion. finding that the petitioner failed to establish that it would employ 
the heneficiary in a specialty occupation position. On appeal. counsel asserted that the director's 
h'bis for denial was erroncous and contended that the petitioner satisfied all evidentiary 
requ i rements. 

A review of U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services records indicates that the beneficiary applied 
for adjustment or status on March 13.2012, and that she became a conditional permanent resident on 
July Ill. 2012. 

Because the beneficiary's status has been adjusted to that of a conditional permanent resident, 
further pursuit of the mailer at hand is moot. 

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


