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DISCUSSION: The Service Center, denied the petition for a nonimmigrant visa. The matter 
is now before the Office (AAO) on appeal. The AAO will dismiss the appeal. 

The petitioner filed this n ant visa petition seelung to employ the beneficiary in the position of chief 
executive officer to open a ffice as an L-1A nonimmigrant intracompany transferee pursuant to section 
1 0 1 (a)( lS)(L) of the Imm d Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. $ 1101(a)(lS)(L). The petitioner is 
a limited liability comp d under the laws of the State of Georgia and is allegedly a construction 
company. ' 

The director denied the petitdon concluding that the petitioner did not establish that (1) the intended United 
States operation had secured sufficient physical premises to house the new office; (2) the petitioner has a 
qualifying relationship with t 6 e foreign entity; or (3) the United States operation, within one year of approval 
of the petition, will support a panagerial or executive position. 

The petitioner filed an appeal. The director declined to treat the appeal as a motion and forwarded the appeal 
to the AAO for review. 

A review of Citizenship and Ijmmgration Services records indcates that this beneficiary is also the beneficiary of 
an approved L-1A nonimmi ant petition filed by the same petitioner, valid from January 20,2006 until January 
20, 2007 (SRC 06 040 5318 "S ). While the petitioner has not withdrawn the appeal in this proceeding, it would 
appear that the beneficiary is either presently in L-1A status or is able to apply for the appropriate visa abroad, 
and the issues in this proceed$g are moot. Therefore, this appeal is dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dis4ssed as moot. 

'It should be noted that petitioner identified itself as A.J. Tracy & Sons Construction in the original 
petition. According to state corporate records, the petitioner changed its name to A.J. Tracy 
Construction LLC on 


