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DISCUSSION: The nonirnmigrant 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 sustained.. 

The petitioner is a naturalized citizen of the United States who seeks to classify the beneficiary, a native and 
citizen of Moldova, as the fiancCe of a United States citizen pursuant to lOl(a)(15)(K) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (the Act), 8 U.S.C. 5 1 101(a)(15)(K). The director denied the petition after determining 
that the petitioner had not offered documentation evidencing that he and the beneficiary had personally met 
within two years before the date of filing the petition, as required by 3 2 14(d) of the Act. 

Section I01 (ax1 5XK) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 5 1 10 I(a)(15)0(), provides nonimmigrant classification to an alien 
who: 

(i) is the fianck(e) of a U.S. citizen and who seeks to enter the United States solely to conclude a 
valid marriage with that citizen within 90 days after admission; 

(ii) has concluded a valid marriage with a citizen of the United States who is the petitioner, is the 
beneficiary of a petition to accord a status under section 20 l(bX2XAXi) that was filed under 
section 204 by the petitioner, and seeks to enter the United States to await the approval of 
such petition and the availability to the alien of an immigrant visa; or 

(iii) is the minor child of an alien described in clause (i) or (ii) and is accompanying, or following 
to join, the alien. 

Section 214(d) of the Act, 8 U.S.C. 5 I 184(d), states, in pertinent part, that a fianck(e) petition: 

. . . shall be approved only after satisfactory evidence is submitted by the petitioner to 
establish that the parties have previously met in person within two years before the date of 
filing the petition, have a bona fide intention to many, and are legally able and actually 
willing to conclude a valid marriage in the United States within a period of ninety days 
after the alien's arrival. . . . 

The petitioner filed the Petition for Alien FiancC(e) (Form I-129F) with Citizenship and Immigration Services 
(CIS) on July 18, 2006. Therefore, the petitioner and the beneficiary were required to have met during the 
period that began on July 18, 2004 and ended on July 18, 2006. In response to the director's request for 
evidence and additional information, the petitioner submitted several photographs of himself together with the 
beneficiary. The director found this evidence to be insufficient proof of a meeting during the specified 
period. 

On appeal, the petitioner submits a copy of his passport showing his Moldovan visa with entry stamps, his 
airline ticket showing that he traveled to Moldova on September 2, 2005 and left Moldova on June 9, 2006, 
his Moldovan immigration permit officially signed on November 30, 2005, his Moldovan residency permit 
valid from December 22, 2005 to December 22, 2006, numerous pages of Internet correspondence with the 
beneficiary, and compact discs with photographs. The petitioner states that he met and began dating the 
beneficiary during the time that he was studying in Moldova from September 2005 to June 2006. 
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The AAO finds that the evidence on appeal establishes compliance with the meeting requirement under 
$214(d) of the Act. Therefore, the appeal will be sustained. 

ORDER: The appeal is sustained and the application is approved. 


