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DISCUSSION: The Director, Vermont Service Center, denied the petition for a nonimmigrant visa. The 

matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The AAO will dismiss the appeal 

as moot. 

The petitioner filed the instant petition seeking to classify the beneficiary pursuant to section IOI(a)(IS)(P)(i)(a) 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.s.c. § IlOl(a)(lS)(P)(i)(a), as an internationally­

recognized athlete. The petitioner is a professional boxing manager and the beneficiary is a professional boxer. 

The petitioner requested that the beneficiary be granted P-I classification for a one-year period commencing on 

February 1, 2010. 

The director denied the petition on March 1, 2010 concluding that the petitioner failed to establish that the 

beneficiary was coming to the United States to participate in any athletic events during the proposed employment 

period. The director observed that the petitioner had submitted only one fight contract with the petition and in 

response to a request for additional evidence, and that the event had already passed. 

A review of U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) records indicates that subsequent to the denial of 

the instant petition, the petitioner submitted a new Form 1-129 on the beneficiary's behalf. USCIS records further 

indicate that this second petition was approved granting the beneficiary P-I status from May 3, 2010 until March 

31, 20 II. Because the beneficiary in the instant petition has been approved for employment with the petitioner 

based upon the filing of another petition, further pursuit of the matter at hand is moot. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


