U.S. Department of Homeland Security

identifying data deleted to Washngion, DC 2525

prevent clearly waxra.nted ’

invasion of parsonal privacy U.S. Citizenship
and Immigration
Services

PUBLIC COPY | AN (

_ Office: CALIFORNIA SERVICE CENTER Date: QEC 2 7 2008
WACO06 070 50676

IN RE: Petitioner:
Beneficiary:

PETITION: Petition for Alien Fiancé(e) Pursuant to Section 101(a)(15)(K) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)}K)

ON BEHALF OF PETITIONER:

INSTRUCTIONS:

This is the decision in your case. All documents have been returned to the office that originally decided your
case. Any further inquiry must be made to that office.

Bl LA

Robert P. Wiemann, Chief
Administrative Appeals Office

wWww.uscis.gov



Page 2

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

The petitioner is a naturalized citizen of the United States who seeks to classify the beneficiary, a native and
citizen of Cuba, 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 record did not establish that the petitioner and
beneficiary had personally met within the two-year period immediately preceding the filing of the petition, as
required by section 214(d) of the Act. He further determined that the record did not establish a basis on which to
exempt the petitioner from this requirement. Decision of the Director, dated June 7, 2006.

On appeal, counsel states that he reserves the right to file a supporting brief and additional evidence on this
issue within the 30 days allowed. Form I-290B. Counsel did not submit a brief and/or evidence as stated in
the appeal. No additional reasons were provided for filing the appeal and the Director’s findings were not
addressed. On November 15, 2006 the AAO sent a facsimile to counsel requesting a copy of the brief. On
November 17, 2006 counsel responded that he did not submit a brief.

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

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

The AAQ finds that the applicant’s appeal fails to identify any erroneous conclusion of law or statement of
fact in the Director’s decision. The appeal is therefore summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.



