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Appellant Rebecca Burgess Cook, pro se, filed a notice of appeal concerning a
July 23, 2004, decision of the Acting Southern Plains Regional Director, Bureau of Indian
Affairs (Regional Director).

The July 23 decision was addressed to Charles Cooper, who had appealed the Pawnee
Agency’s November 25, 2003, purported cancellation of Lease No. 0-09718-02-06, Otoe
Allotment No. 385-B1, Theodosia Grant, Allottee. The Regional Director found that Cooper’s
appeal was moot because the challenged action had not cancelled the lease, and a subsequent
action — which had cancelled the lease — was the subject of a separate administrative appeal.

In an August 10, 2004, pre-docketing notice, the Board of Indian Appeals (Board) noted
that it was not clear from Appellant’s notice of appeal how she believes the Regional Director’s
decision had an adverse effect on Appellant’s own interests. An appeal from an action by an
official of the Bureau of Indian Affairs must be brought by a person who claims that his or
her interests have been adversely affected by that action. See 25 C.F.R. § 2.2 (definitions
of “appeal,” “appellant,” and “interested party”); 43 C.F.R. § 4.331 (appeal from a final
administrative action or decision by an official of the BIA may be brought by an “interested
party affected by” that action or decision).

The Board ordered Appellant, on or before September 15, 2004, to provide the Board
with clarification whether she is challenging the Regional Director’s decision in order protect her
own interests from an adverse effect of that decision and, if so, how she is adversely affected by
the decision.
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The Board’s August 10 order also directed Appellant to show compliance with the
requirement that notices of appeal must be served on all interested parties. See 43 C.F.R.
88 4.310(b), 4.333(a). The Board advised Appellant that failure to comply with the
August 10 order could result in dismissal of her appeal.

The Board has not received any response from Appellant.

Therefore, pursuant to the authority delegated to the Board by the Secretary of the
Interior, 43 C.F.R. § 4.1, the Board dockets ths appeal, but dismisses it for failure to prosecute.
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