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DISCUSSION: The Director, California Service Center (the director), denied the nonimmigrant visa
petition and the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) sustained a subsequent appeal on December
6, 2013. The AAO determined in its December 6, 2013 decision that the petitioner established
eligibility for a Petition for Alien Fiancé(e) (Form I-129F). Upon review, the AAO found that it erred
in its determination because the petitioner had not met all of the Form I-129F evidentiary requirements.
The petitioner failed to respond to Part C.2 and Part C.3 on the Form I-129F. The AAO reopened the
matter on its own motion pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.5(a)(5)(ii) for the purpose of issuing a request
for evidence (RFE) to afford the petitioner an opportunity to complete and submit a new page 3 of
the Form I-129F in its entirety, including a new signature and date. The petitioner has now provided a
newly completed Form I-129F, and has met all of the Form I-129F evidentiary requirements.

In these proceedings, the petitioner bears the burden of proof to establish his eligibility by a
preponderance of the evidence. Section 291 of the Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1361; Matter of Otiende, 26 1&N
Dec. 127, 128 (BIA 2013); Matter of Chawathe, 25 1&N Dec. 369, 375 (AAO 2010). In this case,
he has met his burden. The appeal will be sustained and the petition will be approved.

ORDER: The appeal is sustained. The petition is approved.



