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 Beulah R. Susanyatame (Appellant) appealed to the Board of Indian Appeals 

(Board) from a Modification Order entered on March 18, 2014, by Administrative Law 

Judge (ALJ) Richard D. Hines in the estate of Appellant’s brother, Mike Adair Nish 

(Decedent).
1

  The Modification Order reopened Decedent’s estate and amended the 

April 24, 2008, Determination of Heirs and Decree of Distribution (Decision), to add 

Sharon Elizabeth Miller (Sharon) as a child of Decedent and an heir.
2

  In her notice of 

appeal, Appellant contended that Sharon should inherit all of Decedent’s estate. 

 

 On receipt of the appeal, the Board ordered Appellant to complete service of her 

appeal on interested parties, as required by 43 C.F.R. §§ 4.310(b) and 4.323, and to notify 

the Board that she had done so.
3

  The Board set a deadline of April 18, 2014, for Appellant 

                                            

1

 Decedent, who was also known as Michael Adair Nish, was a Hualapai Indian.  His 

probate was assigned Probate No. P000031088IP in the Department of the Interior’s 

probate tracking system, ProTrac. 

2

 The Decision had concluded that Decedent died without any children and that Minerva 

Walker Nish was Decedent’s surviving spouse and sole heir.  In the Modification Order, the 

ALJ concluded that Sharon and Minerva each inherited a 1/2 share of the estate, except for 

Salt River Allotment No. 911, which the ALJ concluded passes to the Salt River Pima-

Maricopa Indian Community pursuant to an approved tribal probate code, subject to the 

heirs’ right to elect a life estate interest.        

3

 The Board also noted that it did not appear that Appellant was adversely affected by, and 

thus would not have standing to appeal, the Modification Order.  The Board deferred 

addressing that issue further, pending the expiration of the appeal period and possible 

receipt of additional appeals.  The Board did not receive any other appeals from the 

Modification Order. 
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to comply with the Board’s order, and advised Appellant that if she failed to comply with or 

respond to the Board’s order, her appeal might be dismissed without further notice. 

 

 The U.S. Postal Service Track-and-Confirm service on its website indicates that 

Appellant received the Board’s order on March 31, 2014. 

 

 The Board has received no response from Appellant. 

 

 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 this appeal for 

failure to prosecute. 

 

       I concur:   

 

 

 

 

 // original signed                    //original signed      

Steven K. Linscheid      Thomas A. Blaser 

Chief Administrative Judge     Administrative Judge 
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