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 This appeal was filed in 2010 on behalf of the Timbisha Shoshone Tribe (Tribe), 

through the Kennedy Group,
1

 from decisions of the Central California Agency 

Superintendent (Superintendent), Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), regarding Indian Self-

Determination and Education Assistance Act contract proposals apparently submitted by 

Joe Kennedy on behalf of the Tribe for Fiscal Years 2009 and 2010.
2

  The Superintendent 

rejected the proposals for lack of proper authorization by the Tribe.  

 

  On its own motion, the Board of Indian Appeals (Board) stayed these appeal 

proceedings pending issuance of a decision on the tribal government dispute by the 

Assistant Secretary – Indian Affairs (Assistant Secretary), who had assumed jurisdiction 

over related appeals involving the dispute.  The Assistant Secretary subsequently issued 

decisions addressing the tribal dispute and the Kennedy Group challenged those decisions 

in court.  See Timbisha Shoshone Tribe v. U.S. Dep’t of the Interior, No. 13-16182, 2016 U.S. 

App. LEXIS 9713 at *8 (9th Cir. May 27, 2016).  In an appeal to the U.S. Court of 

Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, the Court dismissed the Kennedy Group’s appeal as moot.  

See id. at *11-16.   

 

                                            

1

 The notice of appeal stated that it was filed “at the direction of” the Timbisha Shoshone 

Tribal Council, whose members were identified as Joe Kennedy (Chairman), Angie Boland, 

Madeline Esteves, Grace Goad, and Erick Mason. 

2

 The Superintendent’s decisions were issued on July 6, 2009, and April 9, 2010. 
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 The Board adheres to the judicial doctrine of mootness.  See Whiteskunk v. Acting 

Southern Plains Regional Director, 43 IBIA 96, 102 (2006); Pueblo of Tesuque v. Acting 

Southwest Regional Director, 40 IBIA 273, 274 (2005).  On July 21, 2016, the Board issued 

an order suggesting that this administrative appeal was moot, likely as a result of the 

Assistant Secretary’s decisions or upon the completion of the Federal court litigation.  The 

Board allowed responses, on or before August 8, 2016, to its suggestion that this appeal is 

moot.  No responses were received. 

 

 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 this appeal as moot. 

 

       I concur:   

 

 

 

 

 // original signed                    //original signed      

Steven K. Linscheid      Robert E. Hall 

Chief Administrative Judge     Administrative Judge 
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