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October 30, 2013 

 

 Appellants seek review of a June 17, 2013, decision (Decision) of the Pacific 

Regional Director (Regional Director), Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) approving a tribal 

Land Consolidation and Acquisition Plan (Plan) proposed by the Santa Ynez Band of 

Chumash Indians.  On October 24, 2013, the Board vacated the Decision and dismissed as 
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moot a related appeal, in which Appellants had filed an entry of appearance as interested 

parties but not a notice of appeal.  See County of Santa Barbara, California v. Pacific Regional 

Director, 58 IBIA 57, 59 n.3 (2013).  After the Board issued its decision in County of Santa 

Barbara, it received a notice of appeal by Appellants of the Regional Director’s Decision.
1

  

For the reasons explained in County of Santa Barbara, 58 IBIA at 59-60, and because the 

Decision has been vacated, we dismiss Appellants’ appeal as moot.   

 

 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 dockets but dismisses the appeal as 

moot. 

 

       I concur:   

 

 

 

 

 // original signed                    //original signed      

Thomas A. Blaser     Steven K. Linscheid 

Administrative Judge     Chief Administrative Judge 
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 Appellants’ notice of appeal is dated October 22, 2013, and the Board received it on 

October 24. 
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