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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 Laos, as the fiancee of a United States citizen pursuant to § 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 had not established that he and the beneficiary had personally met within two years before the
date of filing the petition, as required by § 214(d) of the Act.

The petitioner submitted a timely Form I-290B on November 17, 2006 and indicated that he would not submit
a brief or any additional evidence. Therefore, the record is complete. On the Form I-290B, the petitioner
does not state any reason or basis for the appeal. He does no~ indicate any way in which the director's
decision was in error.

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. 8 C.F.R.
§ 103J(a)(l)(v). As the petitioner fails to present any evidence on appeal to overcome the decision of the
director, the appeal will be summarily dismissed in accor~ance with 8 C.F.R. § 103J(a)(1)(v).

The burden of proof in this proceeding rests solely with the petitioner. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.c. § 1361.
The petitioner has not sustained that burden.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.


