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DISCUSSION: The acting service center director denied the nonimmigrant visa petition. The 
matter is now before the AAO. The appeal will be dismissed as the matter is now moot. 

The petitioner is an aircraft parts sales and distribution company. To employ the beneficiary as an 
operations research analyst, the petitioner endeavors to classify her as a nonimmigrant worker in a 
specialty occupation pursuant to section 101 (a)(l 5)(H)(i)(b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
(the Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1 lOl(a)(lS)(H)(i)(b). 

The acting director denied the petition based on a finding that the beneficiary had been in H or L 
nonimmigrant status for the maximum six years permitted and did not otherwise qualify for an 
extension of her visa status. On appeal, the petitioner did not contest the finding that the beneficiary 
had been present in the United States as an H or L visa holder for six years, but asserted that the 
beneficiary is eligible for an extension of her status pursuant to the American Competitiveness in the 
2 1 " Century Act (AC2 1). 

U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services records indicate that the beneficiary applied for 
adjustment of status on June 19,2008, by a Form 1-485 assigned receipt number SRC 08 206 50952, 
and that she became a lawful permanent resident on December 29, 2008. 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. 


