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On December 30, 2010, the Board of Indian Appeals (Board) affirmed the
November 10, 2009, decision of the Northwest Regional Director (Regional Director),
Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), in which he had affirmed the decision of the
Superintendent of BIA’s Puget Sound Agency (Superintendent) to adjust the annual rent
tor Lease No. 7860443 (covering Lot 47 of the Cobahud Waterfront Tracts on the
Swinomish Reservation) from $6,395 to $9,000." 52 IBIA 362. Appellant Steve Yates is
the lessee of the subject lease. We affirmed the Regional Director’s decision because
Appellant failed to meet his burden of showing error in the decision.

On February 14, 2011, the Board received a letter from Appellant, the substance of
which appears to be directed at the Board’s December 30 decision. Although the letter is
addressed to the Regional Director, Appellant may be seeking reconsideration of the
Board’s decision. Thus, we construe it as a petition for reconsideration, but must dismiss it
as untimely. Petitions for reconsideration of a Board decision “must be filed with the Board
within 30 days from the date of the decision. . . .” 43 C.EF.R. § 4.315; Pappin v. Eastern
Olklahoma Regional Director, 50 IBIA 353 (2009). Thus, the time for Appellant to file a
petition for reconsideration by mail expired in January 2011. Appellant filed his petition
with the Board on February 12, 2011, as shown by the date of the postmark. Sez 43 C.F.R.
§ 4.310(a) (date of mailing is date of filing). Thus, the petition for reconsideration is
untimely.

" The Regional Director’s decision also affirmed the decision of the Superintendent to
increase the amount of Appellant’s performance bond (or assignment of savings) to $9,000.
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Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to the Board of Indian Appeals by the
Secretary of the Interior, 43 C.F.R. § 4.1, the Board dismisses Appellant’s petition for
reconsideration as untimely.

I concur:
// original signed // original signed
Debora G. Luther Steven K. Linscheid
Administrative Judge Chiet Administrative Judge
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