SERVED: Septenber 1, 1993
NTSB Order No. EA-3979

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
NATI ONAL TRANSPORTATI ON SAFETY BQOARD
WASHI NGTQN, D. C.

Adopt ed by the NATI ONAL TRANSPORTATI ON SAFETY BQARD
at its office in Washington, D.C
on the 31st day of August, 1993

DAVI D R HI NSON,
Adm ni strator,
Federal Avi ation Adm nistration,

Conpl ai nant

Docket SE-9830
V. SE- 10053
CRAI G FROST,

Respondent .
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ORDER DENYI NG MOTI ON TO EXTEND EFFECTI VE DATE

By notion received August 20, 1993, respondent requests that
we extend the effective date of our order, NTSB Order EA-3953
(served August 5, 1993), an additional 30 days (i.e., from
Sept enber 4, 1993 to Cctober 4, 1993)." Respondent seeks this
extra tinme to deci de whether to appeal our decision to the United
States Circuit Court of Appeals.

It is our standard practice to make our orders effective on
30-days' notice, and respondent has not denonstrated (or offered
any reason) why the question of whether to appeal our decision
constitutes good cause to provide a further delay in our order's

'I'n that order, we denied reconsideration of our prior
deci sion (NTSB Order EA-3856, served April 22, 1993) affirm ng
the revocation of all respondent's airman certificates.
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effective date.?
ACCORDI NAY, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
Respondent' s request is denied.
VOGTI, Chairman, COUGHLI N, Vice Chairman, LAUBER, HART and

HAMVERSCHM DT, Menbers of the Board, concurred in the above
or der.

’‘Respondent seeks tinme to reach a decision as to whether to
pursue judicial review, not a stay pending a petition for
judicial review that he has decided to file. Thus, Adnm nistrator

v. Balestra, NTSB Order EA-3065 (1990) is not on point. The
principle there -- that revocation orders will not be stayed
pending judicial review -- is not applicable to the request
bef ore us.




