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the Channel *39 transmitter site as specified in its applica­
tion for Bakersfield either at the end of the five year
-;ettlement period. or sooner. if the contingency terminating
the settlement occurs." Valley argues that since the settle­
ment agreement hetween it and CTSC was good for only
five years. and contained the contingency involving an
independent third party. the settlement was not final and
the question with respect to Ridgecrest continues to be
alive.

') DIscussion. Valley's request will he denied. The R&O
properly dismissed the Ridgecrest proposal as moot. Since
both applications for Channel *39 at Bakersfield were Llis­
missed. and no other expression of interest in the
Ridgecrest allotment was filed. there was no reason to
make the allotment. Valley's interest in refiting its applica­
tion for Channel 34 at Bakersfield at some indefinite
future date does not provide adequate justification to war­
rant the change at Ridgecrest. Valley's argument that the
proposal IS alive is hased on speculation. The Commission
does not entertain speculative arguments with respect to
requests to amend Table of Allotments. See, e.g.,
lliickenl>urg. ArL:ollll. I() FCC Rcd 1576 (1995)

h. Accordingly. IT IS ORDERED. That the Petition for
Recon,ideration filed hy Valley Public Television IS DE­
NllD

~ IT IS FURTHER ORDERED. That this proceeding IS
IF RMI"lXfFD.

K lor further information concerning this proceeding,
tontau Victoria M McCauley. Mass Media Bureau. (202)
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Douglas W. Wehbink

Chief. Policy and Rules Division

Mas, Media Bureau
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Released: June 9, 1995

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER
(Proceeding Terminated)

In the Matter of

Amendment of Section n.606.
Table of Allotments

Television Broadcast Stations

(Ridgecrest. California)

Adopted: June I, 1995;

1. The Commission has before it the Petition for Re­
consideration filed by Valley Public Television ("Valley")
of the Report and Order ("R&O,,)I in the above captioned
proceeding. The R&O dismissed the petition for rule mak­
ing filed by Vatley requesting the substitution of Channel
*41 for vacant Channel '"25 (reserved for noncommercial
use) at RidgecresL or. alternatively. requesting the place­
ment of a site restriction on Channel *25 at Ridgecrest to
accommodate Valley's application site for a new
noncommercial station on Channel'N at Bakersfield.

2. Background. Valley proposed the channel substitution
at Ridgel:rest to cure a short-spacing hetween the allotment
site for Channel "25 at Ridgecrest anLl Valley", proposed
Channel *39 site at Bakersfield. Valley stated that this
would release Channel *25 for use in another community
outside of the Los Angeles ATV freeze area. Alternatively.
Valley suggested that Channel 25 he retained at Ridgecrest
with a site restriction clearing Valley's Bakersfield Channel
-'39 application site. In further support Df its proposal
Valley pointeLl out that Channel '25 had never been ap­
plied for since its allotment 25 years prior. Community
Television of Southern California ("CTSC") filed «In;·
ments in opposition. Valley filed reply comments.

3. Subsequently. Valley and (-:-TSC filed and were granted
a joint petition for approval of settlement regarding their
applications for Channel "39 at Bakersfield. That ,ettle­
ment provided in pertinent part. that each party", applica­
tion he dismissed with prejudice. and that neither party file
an application for a full service 'itation to operate on
Channel "'39 at Bakersfield for five years unless an Ill­

dependent third party filed an application for such facilitv
first. In view of that settlement. the Allocations Branch
issued the R&O dismissing as moot rhe petition for Iule
making in the instant docket.

4. Petition for ReconsideratIOn Valley argues thal the
Commission should continue to cDnsider the Ridgecrest
proposal hecause it "wishes to he Inl position to applY for

I K FCC Rcd 7626 (Allocations HI. \LlLl.').


