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United States Department of the Interior ﬂ—‘ <4

OFFICE O = THE SECRETAL.Y T —

WASHIMGTON, D.C. 20240 TAKE PRIDE

INAMERICA
MAF 1 2 2009

Mr. Anthony Rivera
3141 1-A La Matanza Street
San Juan Capistrano, California 92675-2674

Dear Mr. Rivera:

Thank you for your letter dated March 6, 2)09, regarding your “Request for Further Suspension of
Comment Period on Proposed Finding on Petit-on 84A under 25 CFR § 83.10(g).” The suspension of the
comment period on the proposed finding on the Juaneno Band of Mission Indians (Petitioner #84A) and the
Juaneno Band of Mission Indians (Petitioner #34B) closed on Friclay, March 6, 2009, at which point, the
comment period resumed. All partics are cogn zant that the comment period will close this Friday, March

13, 2009,

The Department is unable to extend a suspension period that has already closed. On Friday evening, March

6, 2009, Petitioner #84A faxcd a request to extend suspension of the commecat period, specifically

¥ requesting a second sixty-day suspension to Mzy 12, 2009, The request is based on statcments conoerning

difficulties accessing materials at the Bancroft Library, the reason for the original suspension. Petitioner

84 A states thal (t proposcs to sujmil its comuments to criterion 8. .7(e) ol the proposed finding on March

13, 2009, with the understanding that the Department will grant ;1 second suspension (o allow Petitioner
#84A o submit its remaining comments Lo criteria 83.7(a), 83.7(b), and 83.7(c) on May 12, 2009.

The Deputy Assistant Secretary for Policy and Economic Development George T. Skibin¢ considered the
request for a second suspension ¢nd has denied it. The Department advised all petitioners and interested

partics that “(a]ny requests for exiensions shou.d be made appropnately in advance of the expiration of the
initial or extended comment period” (70 FR 16516). According to your letter, the researcher for Petitioner
484A wenl 1o the library on Janaary 5, 2009 to survey the collection and found out that the Bancroft
Library had some limitations on ts hours for 1ifteen days after it reopened. Your researcher returned on
January 20, 2009, for a week and was productive, “but unable to complcte the research” during that week.
The Bancroft Library de¢nicd her vequest to stay in the facility for extended hours.  Further, some material
located off site required four days to rcirieve hem. Despite these limitations known to the pctitioner in
January, Petitioncr #84A waited 50 days, unti the last day of the¢ suspension period, to submit a written
request. Thus, this request is untimely. Finall'/, the justification provided in your letter 1s not an adcquate
showing of extraordinary circums ances necessary to justify a second sixty day suspension.

Please be adviscd that the comment period ¢nds this Friday, March [3, 2009. Under the regulations,
unsolicited comments submitted ¢ ficr the close of the comment period will not be considered in preparation
of the final determination. Afte: the close ol the comment perind, the petitioners will have 60 days to
respond t0 any Lhird party comments on the proposed findings (see 83 10(k)). The deadline for the

response 1s May 12, 2009

Sincerzly,

mmm

Director, Offlicc of Federai

ce! Pcrtinoner #84B
Inlercsted and Informed Parties



