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DISCUSSION: The Director, Vermont Service Center, denied the nonimmigrant visa petition. The
matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will be
dismissed as moot.

The petitioner filed the Form 1-129 (Petition for a Nonimmigrant Worker, seeking to extend the
beneficiary's status as an L-1B nonimmigrant intracompany transferee pursuant to section
101(a)(15)(L) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)(L). The
_petitioner seeks to extend the beneficiary's employment in the United States in the position of lead
software engineer for a period of two years.

The director denied the petition on May 8, 2014, concluding that the petitioner failed to establish that
the beneficiary possesses specialized knowledge or that he had been employed abroad or would be
employed in the United States in a specialized knowledge capacity.

A review of U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) records indicates that, subsequent to
the denial of the petition, the petitioner filed a new Form 1-129 on June 11, 2014 (EAC 14 180 51923)
and USCIS approved the petition, granting the beneficiary L-1B classification through June 13, 2016.
The petitioner also filed a Form 1-129 on April 10, 2014 (EAC 14 148 53835) and USCIS approved the
petition, granting the beneficiary H-1B classification through September 15, 2017. While the petitioner
has not withdrawn the appeal in this proceeding, it would appear that the beneficiary is presently
authorized for employment with the petitioner, and the issues in this proceeding are moot.

Accordingly, we find that the beneficiary’s current nonimmigrant status deprives this appeal of any
practical significance. Considerations of prudence warrant the dismissal of the appeal as moot. See
Matter of Luis, 22 1&N Dec. 747, 753 (BIA 1999).

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



