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Enclosed please find the decisio n of the Administrati ve Appeals Office (AAO) in your case. 
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policy to your case or if you seek to present new facts fo r consideration, you may fil e a motion to reconsider 
or a motion to reopen, respectively. Any motio n must be filed on a Notice of Appeal or Motion 
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See also 8 C.F.R. § 103.5. Do not file a motion directly with the AAO. 

Thank you , 

~-d~7.K~ 
~on Rosenberg ~ 
/" Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 

www. uscis.gov 



(b)(6)

NON-PRECEDENT DECISION 
t'age L 

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

In order to employ the beneficiary in what she designates as a child care worker position, the 
petitioner, a private citizen, seeks to classify the beneficiary as a temporary nonagricultural worker 
pursuant to section 101(a)(15)(H)(ii)(b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 
§ 110l(a)(15)(H)(ii)(b). 

The director denied the petition on August 20, 2008. 

U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) records indicate that the beneficiary adjusted 
his status to that of a lawful permanent resident on April 6, 2011. While the petitioner has not 
withdrawn the appeal, it appears as though the beneficiary is presently a lawful permanent resident of 
the United States and that the issues in this proceeding are therefore moot. Accordingly, the appeal 
will be dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed as moot. 


