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DISCUSSION: The service center director denied the nonimmigrant visa petition that is now before
the Admimstrative Appeals Office (AAQ) on appeal. The appeal will be dismissed s the matter is now
moot.

On the Form 1-129 visa petition, the petitioner stated that it is a International Membership Shopping
Corporation. In order to employ the beneficiary in what it designates as a Buyer position. the
petitioner endeavors to classify her as a nonimmigrant worker in a specialty occupation pursuant to
section  101(2)(15)(H)(i)b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 US.C.

§ L0115 H))(b).

The director denied the petition, finding that the petitioner failed to establish that it would employ
the beneliciary in a specialty occupation position. On appeal, counsel asserted that the director’s
basis for denial was erroneous, and contended that the petitioner satisfied all evidentiary
requirements, In support of these contentions, counsel submitted a brief and additional evidence.

U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services records indicate that the beneficiary applied for
adjustment of status on April 18, 2011, by a Form 1-485 assigned receipt number

and that she became a lawful permanent resident on June 27, 2011. The beneticiary’s adjustment of
stirtus to lawful permanent resident renders the present proceeding moot.

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



