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The AAO conducts appellate review on a de novo basis. See Soltane v. DOJ, 381 F.3d 143, 145
{3d Cir. 2004). Upon review of the entire record, we find that the petitioner has failed to overcome the
director’s ground for denying this petition.

Analysis

On appeal the petitioner submits some, but not all, required initial evidence. The record still lacks the
following: (1) evidence the petitioner and beneficiary met in person during the two-year period
immediately preceding the filing of the petition or that they qualify for an exemption from that
requirement; (2) original statements from the petitioner and beneficiary discussing their intent to marry
within 90 days of the beneficiary’s entry into the United States; (3) two Forms G-325A, Biographic
Information: one executed by the petitioner, and one executed by the beneficiary; and (4) two
passport-style color photographs: one of the petitioner, and one of the beneficiary. Absent all required
initial evidence, the petition cannot be approved.

Conclusion

The petitioner has still failed to fully submit all required initial evidence on appeal. Accordingly,
the beneficiary is ineligible for nonimmigrant classification under section 101(a)(15)(K)(i) of the Act
and this petition must remain denied.

In these proceedings, the petitioner bears the burden of proof to establish the beneficiary’s eligibility by
a preponderance of the evidence. Section 291 of the Act, § U.S.C. § 1361; Matter of Chawathe,
25 1&N Dec. 369, 375 (AAO 2010). The petitioner has not met his burden and the appeal will be
dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



