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

The petitioner is a citizen of the United States who seeks to classify the beneficiary, a native and citizen of
China, as the fiancée of a United States citizen pursuant to section 101(a)(15)(K) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)(K). .

The director denied the petition after determining that the petitioner and the beneficiary had not personally
met within two years before the date of filing the petition, as required by section 214(d) of the Act, and that
the petitioner had not established the exemption or waiver grounds under 8 C.F.R. 214.2(k)(2) to warrant the
favorable exercise of the director’s discretion to exempt the meeting vrequlrement Decision of the Director,
dated April 13, 2005. " '

On appeal, the petitioner states that the director did not understand his concerns about traveling and the problems
that the logistics present to the beneficiary. Form I-290B, dated May 2, 2005. He also requests oral argument.
The regulation at 8 C.F.R. § 103.3(b) provides that the affected party must explain in writing why oral argument
is necessary. CIS has the sole authority to grant or deny a request for oral argument and will grant such argument
only in cases that involve unique factors or issues of law that cannot be édequately addressed in. writing. In this
case, no cause for oral argument is shown. Consequently, the request is denied.

8 C.F.R. § 103.3(v) (2002) states in pertinent part:

(v) Summary Dismissal. An officer to whom an appeal is taken shall summarily dismiss any
appeal when the party concerned fails to 1dent1fy specifically any erroneous conclusion of law
or statement of fact for the appeal.

The petitioner has failed to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of fact in his appeal The
appeal will therefore be summarily dismissed.

Pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 214.2(k)(2), the denial of the petition is without prejudice. The petitioner may file a new
Form I-129F petition on the beneficiary's behalf when sufficient evidence is available.

The burden of proof in these proceedings rests solely with the petitioner. See Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. §
1361. The petitioner has not met that burden.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



