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DISCUSSION: The Vermont Service Center director (“the director”) denied the immigrant visa
petition and the matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal
will be dismissed as moot.

The petitioner seeks immigrant classification under section 204(a)(1)(A)(iii) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (“the Act”), 8 U.S.C. § 1154(a)(1)(A)(iii), as an alien battered or subjected to
extreme cruelty by a United States citizen.

The director denied the petition for failure to establish that the petitioner is a person of good moral
character.

A review of the record, including applicable Service records, reveals that the petitioner was granted
lawful permanent resident status in the United States on December 15, 2006. The record contains
no evidence that the petitioner has lost her lawful permanent resident status. Lawful permanent
resident status terminates upon entry of a final administrative order of removal. 8 C.FR. § 1.2
(noting the definition of Lawfully admitted for permanent residence). See also Etuk v. Slattery, 936
F.2d 1433, 1447 (2d Cir. 1991) (citing Matter of Gunaydin, 18 1&N Dec. 326 (BIA 1982)).!
Lawful permanent residency may also be lost through abandonment, rescission, or relinquishment.
See id. at 327 n.1. However, none of those circumstances exist in this matter. Consequently, the
petitioner remains a lawful permanent resident and as such, she is not eligible to file the Form I-360,
Petition for Amerasian, Widow(er) or Special Immigrant. The issues in this proceeding are,
therefore, moot.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed as moot.

' On the Form I-360 self-petition, the petitioner designated her current nonimmigrant status as “LPR — NTA
Pending.” The record shows that a Notice to Appear was served upon the petitioner on January 11, 2011 but
there is no evidence that a final administrative order of removal has been entered.



