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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the Field Office Director, Harlingen, Texas. 
The matter is now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will he 
dismissed. 

The record reflects that the applicant is a native and citizen of Mexico. The applicant is the daughter 
of lawful permanent resident parents and seeks a waiver of inadmissibility in order to reside with her 
parents in the United States. 

The field office director found that the applicant did not establish a valid reason that madc her 
inadmissible and denied the waiver application accordingly. 

On appeal, counsel contends that the applicant was unlawfully present in the United States. Counsel 
also contends the applicant's parents hired a notary who was not qualified or knowledgeable or 
immigration law. 

In this case, the applicant has not been found to be inadmissible under the Act. As such, the applicant 
has filed an application that is currently inapplicable. The AAO also notes that a Form I-flO! waiver 
application is viable when there is a pending adjustment of status application (Form [-4ilS) or 
immigrant visa application. In this case, the applicant's Form [-4ilS was denied on September 17, 
2010, and the applicant's motion to reopen the Form [-4ilS was denied on October 20,2011. [n both 
of the decisions denying the Form [-4ilS, the field office director specified that the applicant failed to 
establish her eligibility to adjust her status under section 245 of the Act. The AAO notes counsel's 
assertions regarding the applicant's eligibility to apply for adjustment of status, however, the AAO 
does not have jurisdiction over the Form [-4ilS and therefore, cannot address counsel's assertions. 
Because the applicant does not have an underlying adjustment application to support the filing of hel 
Form [-601 waiver application, no purpose would be served in examining the hardship to the 
applicant's parents. As such, the appeal must be dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed. 


