
- * .  U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
U.S. Citizenship and lmmigration Services 
Office of Administrative Appeals MS 2090 
Washington, DC 20529-2090 

U. S. Citizenship 
and Immigration 

FILE: EAC 08 137 52312 Office: VERMONT SERVICE CENTER oat,: JAN 0 6 2010 

PETITION: Petition for a Nonimmigrant Worker Pursuant to Section lOl(a)(lS)(H)(i)(b) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. 5 llOl(a)(lS)(H)(i)(b) 

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

This is the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office in your case. All documents have been returned 
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must be-filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider, as required by 

Appeals Office 



EAC 08 137 52312 
Page 2 

DISCUSSION: The director denied the nonimmigrant visa petition and dismissed a subsequent 
motion. The matter 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 public charter high school that seeks to employ the beneficiary as a network 
administrator. The petitioner, therefore, endeavors to classify the beneficiary as a nonirnmigrant 
worker in a specialty occupation pursuant to section lOl(a)(lS)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § IlOl(a)(lS)(H)(i)(b). 

The director denied the petition on June 25, 2008, and counsel submitted a timely appeal. On 
appeal, counsel contends that the director erred in denying the petition. 

A review of the records of U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services indicates that the 
beneficiary adjusted his status to that of a lawful permanent resident on July 9, 2009. While the 
petitioner has not withdrawn the appeal in this proceeding, it appears that the beneficiary is 
presently a permanent resident of the United States, and the issues in this proceeding are 
therefore moot. Therefore, this appeal will be dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed as moot. 


