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CONCHO RESOURCES, INC. ETAL. 

ORDER 

Potash Preferenc e Righ t Leases 

Appeal Dismissed ; Motion t o 
Intervene Denied as Moot ; Motio n t o 
Consolidate Denied as Moot ; 
Extension of Time Request Denie d as 
Moot 

Appellants have appeale d from , an d petitioned to stay the effec t of , the Bureau 
of Lan d Management's (BLM ) Marc h 2016 decisio n to issue 52 potash preferenc e 
right leases (PRLs ) to the Intercontinenta l Potash Corporatio n (USA)  Th e 
Board docketed th e appea l a s IBL A 2016-186. W e granted appellants ' sta y petitio n 
by Orde r dated June 30, 2016. 

Shortly after issuin g our June 30, 2016, Order in IBLA 2016-186, the Board 
received fro m appellant s a  second notic e of appeal. I n their notice of appeal, 
appellants explai n that they appeal fro m BLM' s "apparent Jun e   'denial' " of 
appellants' August 13, 2015, protest. I n that protest, appellant s oppose d BLM' s 
proposed issuanc e of the same PRLs at issue in the IBL A 2016-186 appeal. 1 Th e 
purported protes t denia l is located in counsel fo r BLM's response to appellants' sta y 
petition file d i n IBLA 2016-186. Accordin g to appellants, counse l fo r BLM mad e 
"certain statements regarding [appellants' ] Protest, bu t it remains unclea r whethe r 
. . . th e BL M has actuall y adjudicated an d issued a  decision on the [appellants' ] 
Protest .  
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Appellants have requeste d a n extensio n of time to  a  statement o f reasons 
in suppor t o f this appeal. IC P has file d a  motion t o intervene in this appeal an d ha s 
also moved the Boar d to consolidate thi s appeal wi t h IBL A 2016-186. 

Statements i n a pleading filed wi t h thi s Board do not constitute a  "decision of 
the Bureau. " Unde r 43 C.F.R . § 4.410(a), the Board' s  jurisdiction i s restricted to 
resolving an appea l fro m " a decision of the Bureau. " Becaus e appellants hav e no t 
appealed a  decision, we dismiss this appeal. An y concerns appellant s raise d i n its 
protest ar e properl y justiciable by the Boar d in IBLA 2016-186. 3 

Accordingly, pursuant t o the authorit y delegated t o the Boar d of Land Appeals 
by the Secretar y o f the Interior, 4 we dismiss appellants ' appea l an d den y as moo t all 
pending motions. 

 is Dismissed for Lack of Jurisdiction 

I concur : 

 See 43 C.F.R . § 4.410(c) 
 4 3 C.F.R . § 4.1 . 
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