
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF VERMONT

Ken Ejimofor Ezeah v. Tracy Renaud and Jennifer B. Higgins
Ezeah · No. 2:25-cv-105 · Decided December 8, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Vermont dismissed without prejudice a mandamus
action seeking adjudication of pending VAWA and U-visa petitions. Because USCIS had denied the
petitions and the plaintiff's requests for reconsideration were pending, the court concluded that no
present relief remained available under the mandamus or Administrative Procedure Act theories. The
court granted defendants' motion to dismiss and noted that a new action could be filed if
reconsideration were granted and an unreasonable delay subsequently occurred.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff brought a mandamus action seeking an order requiring USCIS
to adjudicate pending VAWA and U-visa petitions. After USCIS denied
both petitions and plaintiff sought administrative reconsideration,
defendants moved to dismiss.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court considered whether dismissal was warranted because the
plaintiff lacked a continuing basis for judicial relief after USCIS
adjudicated the petitions.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; persuasive authority only.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the plaintiff's mandamus action seeking adjudication of delayed immigration petitions became
moot or otherwise nonjusticiable after USCIS denied the petitions.

2. Whether the possibility that USCIS might grant reconsideration and cause a new period of delay
preserved a present claim for relief under the Administrative Procedure Act.

HOLDINGS

1. The mandamus action could not proceed because USCIS had acted on the VAWA and U-visa petitions,
leaving no present judicial relief requiring the agency to adjudicate them.

2. The possibility that USCIS might reopen a petition and later delay acting did not provide a present basis
for relief; if reconsideration is granted and a new period of unreasonable delay occurs, plaintiff may file
a new APA complaint.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Relief under the APA is procedural in nature and in cases like this one addresses claims of delay and failure
to act.”

“[C]ourts routinely find mandamus actions moot when the government denies the application that the
petitioner sought to be adjudicated.” (at *3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Ezeah sought adjudication of a VAWA self-petition and a U-visa petition, alleging that USCIS had delayed
acting on them. USCIS denied both petitions in August 2025. Ezeah then sought administrative reconsideration
through USCIS, and those requests were pending when the court considered defendants' motion to dismiss.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

In January 2025, Ezeah filed a mandamus complaint alleging delay in the adjudication of his VAWA and U-visa
petitions. USCIS denied both petitions in August 2025, and Ezeah pursued administrative reconsideration, which
remained pending. The district court granted defendants' motion to dismiss without prejudice because the agency
had acted and no judicial relief remained available on the mandamus claim.
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