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By the Assistant Chief, Audio Division, Media Bureau:

1. The Audio Division has before it an Application for Review filed by Charles Crawford
directed to Report and Order in this proceeding.'! Rawhide Radio, LLC filed an Opposition to
Application for Review and Crawford filed a Withdrawal of Petition. For the reasons discussed below,
we dismiss the Application for Review.

2. In the Report and Order in this proceeding, we dismissed a proposal filed by Charles
Crawford for a Channel 297A allotment at Goldthwaite, Texas. The reason for that dismissal was the fact
that the proposal was short-spaced to a timely counterproposal, which proposed a Channel 297A
allotment at Llano, Texas in MM Docket No. 00-148.2 Charles Crawford filed an Application for Review
directed against that dismissal contending that he was not afforded adequate notice that the
counterproposal filed in MM Docket No. 00-148 would preclude his proposal for a Channel 297A
allotment at Goldthwaite,

3. Thereafter, Crawford filed a Withdrawal of Petition. In that pleading, Crawford refers to the
decision of the District of Columbia Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit which affirmed our dismissals
of Crawford petitions for new allotments at Mason and Benjamin, Texas." In that decision, the Court
rejected Crawford’s identical argument that he was not given adequate notice regarding his Mason and
Benjamin proposals. In view of that Court decision, Crawford now requests that his Goldthwaite
proposal be withdrawn and his Application for Review be dismissed. In accordance with Section 1.420(j)
of the Rules, Crawford also attached a declaration stating that no consideration has been paid or promised,
directly or indirectly, for this withdrawal.*

4. Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED, That the aforementioned Application for Review filed by
Charles Crawford IS DISMISSED.

5. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this proceeding IS TERMINATED.

' Goldthwaite, Texas, Report and Order, 19 FCC Red 4810 (MMB 2004).

? See Quanah, Texas, Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 15 FCC Red 15809 (MMB 2000).
3 Crawford v. FCC, 417 F. 2d 1289 (D.C. Cir. 2005).

*47 CF.R. § 1.420().
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6. For further information concerning this proceeding, contact Robert Hayne, Media Bureau,
(202) 418-2177.
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