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U;S. Departmerit ofHomelaiJd Security . 
U.S. Ci_tizenship and Immigraiion Services 
Administrative Appeals Qffic~ (AAO) 
20 Massachusetts Ave., N.W., MS ~090 · 
Washin11.ton. DC 20529-2090 

U.S. Citizenship 
and Immigration 
Services 

DATE: DEC 0 6 2013 OFFICE: CALlFORNIA SERVICE CENTER FILE: 

IN RE: Petitioner: · 
"" 13<meficiary: 

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". § llOl(a)(lS)(H)(i)(b) 

ON 13EtJALFOF PETITIONER: 

INSTRUCTIONS: 

Endo~ed please firid the decision of the Administrative Appeals Office (AA<?) in your c~se. 

This i$ <!, non-precedent decision. The AAO does not announce new constructions of law nor ~sta.bUsh 
agency policy through non-precedent decisions, If you believ¢ the AAO iQcorrectly applied current law or 
pOlicy to ym,ir <;aSe Of if you seek to present new facts for consideration, you may flle amotion to tec.ansider 

· or a motion to reopen, respectively.· Any motion must be filed on. a. Not.ic~ of Appeal or Motion (Form 
hZ90.a) with.in 33 days of . the date ·of this decision. Please review the Form l•290B instructiofis at 
http://www.uscis~gov/forms for the latest infotniatioii oii {~, tiligg locl;ltioll, a11d o~her requirements. 
Se¢ {l/.$0 8 C.P.R.§ 103.5. Do not tile a motion directly with the AAO. · 

RQrt Ro~enberg 
Chief, Administrative Appeals Office 

www.uscis.gov 
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Dl$<::tJSSION: The Director of the CaJifomia Setviee Centerinitially approved tb~ uoDir_Iunigrant 
vis& p~titioh. Upon subsequent review of the :reootd, the director issued a ,t1otice of int~n.t to rc;;v<Jke 
(NOl.R) Uw ~pprov~ of the petition, and ultimately did revoke the approval of the petitipn. The matt~r 

· is now on appeal before the Admin.i.§trative Appeals Office (AAO). The appeal will be dismissed as 
the matter is now moot. ·· · · 

the petitioner submitted a Petition fot a Noirimmigrant Worker (FOfllll,•l29) to the C~ifomia Service 
Center op. S~ptember 6, 2011. In the Form I-129 visa petition, the · petifion~r d~scribes itself as 
compqter cmd . softwM.e co.nsultancy firm established in 1994. In order to employ the beneficiary in 
wnat it designated as a senior :systems analyst position, the petitioner sought to druisify him as a 
nonililrtiigtant wotket in a specialty m;cupation pursua.nt to section 10l(a)(15)(H)(i)(b) Of the 
immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U .S.C. § l101(a)(l5)(H)(i)(b ). The petitio11 wa.s miti.ally granted. 

I " . ', . . 

Th~re;Mter, a site visit was conducted. The director .reviewed the site visit report and issu.ed a NOIR, 
The NOlR comt;tiQec} a detailed statement regarding the new information that U.S. Citizens.hip and 
Immigration Servi.ces . (USCIS) b.ad obtajned, and · notifie'd the petitioner that it was afforded an 
opportunity to submit evidence in support of; the petitlo:n &Ad in rebutta.l to the grounds alleged for 
revocation · of the approval of the petition. The petitioner respondec} to the NOJR. The ciirector 
reviewed the evidence submitted but deteimijled that it did .not overoom~ the grounds for revo~ati()p~ 
On Ma.y 30, 2.013, the director revoked the approval of the petition. 

A review of USCIS re.cords indic:ates th&t on June 18, 2.013, a date subsequent to the revocation of 
'the api)fova.l of the instant petition, the petitioner submitted & new Fonp l-129 o:n the ~eneficiary's 
behaif.~ tJSCIS records further indiCate that this neW petition was approved on July 23, 20l3.~ 
l3ecau_se tb.e beneficiary in the instant petition has been approved for H-1B employment witb the: 
petitioner based upon th~ filing of another petition, further pursuit -of the matter at hand is moot. ' 

ORDER: The appea! is dism.issed. 

.( 
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1 Th~ petitioil~t indicated that th~ . basis of classification was new employment and requested consular; 
I!Oti[t~tion . · . · ' 


