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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the
Dirvector, California Service Center, and is before the Associate
Commiggioner for Examinations on appeal. The appeal will be
dismissed.

The petitioner is a native of Mexico and naturalized citizen of the
United States. The beneficilary isg a native and citilzen of Mexico.
The director denied the petition afrter determining that the
petitioner and the beneficiary had not met each other within the
two-year period pricr to the April 8, 2002, filing date of the visa
pefition,.

On appeal, the petitioner provides a statement from the Chief
Executive Cfficer of Sonitrones, 8.A. de C.V. indicating that the
petitioner was the beneficiary’s supervisor. The letter further
states that the petitioner is now employed by Collectron Maguila
Serviceg as the director of engineering.

Section 101 (a) (15) (K) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the
Acty, 8 U.s.C. § 1101 {ay (15} (K}, provides nonimmigrant
clagsification to an alien who:

(1) is the fiancé(e) of a U.8. citizen and who seseks Lo
enter the United States solely to conclude a wvalid
marriage with that «¢itizen within 80 days after
admission;

(11) 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
201 (b) (2) (A) (1) that was filed under section 204 by the
petitioner, and seekg to enter the United States to await
the approval of such petition and the availability to the

alien of an immicrant visa; or

(11i) is the minory child of an zlien degeribed in clause
(1) or (ii) and is accompanying, or following to join,
the alien

Section 214(ca) of the Act, 8 U.S.C § 1184(d), provides that the
petltloner mugt establish that he or she and the benefici ary have
met in person within twe years immediately before the petition is
filed.

The petitioner indicates on the petition that he and the
beneficiary have a very nice relationship. The petition is devoid
of probative evidence that the two have met within twe years of the
petition’'s filing date. The asserticns in the record are somewhat
nebulous in nature. As the petitioner and the applicant live in the
"sigter" cities of Nogales, Arizona, and Nogales, Scnora, separated
only by an international boundary, it would not seem impossible for
the petitioner to submit a dated photograph of them together.



Therefore, the appeal will be dismissed. Thig action 1s taken
without prejudice to congideraticon of a new and fully documented

fiancée visa petition.

QRDER: The appeal ls dismigsed.



