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UNITED STATES OF AHEP..ICA 

H.ATIOtTAL T?ANSPORTATIOU ~FETY BOAaD 

·,:.• .. : . 

- - - -- - _. .. - :! 

Langho:.:ne M. Bond, Administrator, 
Feoeral Aviation Administration, 

Complainant, 

v. 

Emery J. Ingham, 

: 
: 

. . 
Respondent. - : 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -

Jeff D. Dor!."oh for complainant. - ~---- ,.-··~- ~-

Docket SE-3997 

Portland, Oregon 
February 8, 1979 

•••••• J_ - --: . . . .. ... ..... . . - ·- • • - • · - -
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INITIAL DECISION AtID ORDER 

Jer~ell R. Davis, Administrative Law Judge: 

: ' ... :" ".: .. }._;:;~ ":'.· - .. - · 
. · -=-.. --~- ~-------=-- .. -- ·- -

On September 8, 1978, complainant, ~-pursuant -to 

Section 609 of the Feaeral Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, 

issued an order suspending respondent 1 s private pilot cer

tificate for 60 cays. 

Respondent ;,,:as charged with operating on August 7, 

1977, as pilot-in-command, civil aircraft /N'-9499J, a Piper 

. .., '. 
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P.\-2~. -180 (also to ja:.: ·;o:-: as a 

O:.:ego~ City, O::egon, '-,.u::ing whi~:~ flis:.: ~ ~.-espon. '.ent 01")e::atec.·. 

tr.e aircraft;. closer t.~-:.aa 508 feet to pel:Soi:s arL'. p~ope::-ty 

on the g::ounc1 . 

Conplainant asse ~:-tc ·_-'. b1at sucn ope::a tion \;as in 

violation of the follo\·1ii1g sections of tne FeC:te:i:-al Aviation 

=-:e~lations (FA2) : 

{a) Sectior- 91.9, in t~at ~esponde~t ope~atea 

a;:: aL:c::aft i;J:,/.
1

ca::eless o:: ::eckless manner so as to 

enca:--igez t:1e,,,.l.iz•ii• O!.' p~ope::ty of anot~1.el:"; a1"l ... "i 

(b) Section 91.79(c), in t~at ~espon~ent ope::ate~ 

an airc::aft ove~ othe:: tl1an a congeste{ al:"ea closer than 

500 feet t-.o pe::-sons an:: p1_·ope::ty, ~.1hen not necessa::y fa:: 

takeoff or landing. 

P-.esponaent appealed the oroer of suspension and 

such order was subsequently filed an~ se~-vec as the coraplain 

. ·:hel:e.in •. ~~r#g~~~9E_,,-S~l~-~o.£....the _Ju1es -or.Jr~cti~~ .. , ·_ 

J:n his filed . anawe:-,.--#fssponda:it a<lmitted Pazagraph,_._J_ 0£ ,::~ > -
~ ~ _.,.,, ~...,.. --- -£:: -., . .,:_:. .::. :~~:f..,:: .:. :~~-::(~~ < - ,..__ ..... .., ~ .. . ~ £- - ,. - • - ~ _;.;-_ --~ - - ~~· :_:'-__ 

complaint anr1 -denied, "each anc"t eve.~y other allegation and 

thing contained the~ein." 
.. .:-; c,,.::s: -:· - .:_-..:. ';· ;~ -"t.l · ;:. : ~ - • . - ·· •• 

·- · A.1 evidentiacy ·hea~:ing on the appeal was held 

today -- in -Po=tiand, 0 0:.-egon-~ -· Section P.21.32 of ~::,.e ,ules of 

f~actice p~covidet. that, i:-~ p~c.:eedir~gs un6e~: Section 609 of 

the Act, the buiden shall be ti;>e:: ·t.he complainant. 
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, c. .2v; :. e:-.ce 

T:-:e .::ele~1an.t t:esti:·.-:8~"1:'./ a. ~ ?~.:o££e::ec~ e::hibit.s 

:::~cha::d c. Ka:..: li:-: .1.s a c::..·a :Ets~ari fo1: Pacific 
•, 

PO'ue:: an{, Light Company anc\ ::esi·-1es just outsiC:e the city 

li~its of O~egon City, O~egon. On SunJay, August, 7, 1977 

in the early eveniag a~ouncl seve~: p .m. , . he was in the 
. ---.. .;-· ·-,;. 

bedroor:1 a:.:ea 0£ his house, at which time his ~,v ife, • · 'i ·?s 

0£! I . who \vas on the outsiLle patio of the house, 
. ~ 

callee. to him to come outside quickly. He went to tJ-1e 

to',·1a::-~s the south. The aircraft \'Jc.S flying in ~ sout.'1-ieastel:' y 

airection at a horizontal distance of some 300 to 400 feet. 

fl:om his point of . view at an estimatecf altitude o.f _100 ---~:1¥,L 

feet. __ _._ ··· --· 

Karlik further testified that the aircr~ft .made .~, 
- .· . ' - - . - ~~?.~ ~:4:. . - - .:{ ::~.:~--

a 180-degree turn and headeC: back toward his house at an . 
--~ .::-~ .~i.; ~~. . - ·: -~-·\: -~~-- . - -~-:~f~~~- . 

·--~---.:--.. _--:,•.:. -,:, . -<;-.~~- --, 

~1.titu~-~--~-=-.-~-~~:-~ee~~:~'=-en~~~ng,:!:~~--~-~J~~~. -~J-~:~J~~-:_h,;i~ ::_ 
-~~~-~~i~~-~ ~~ ' ± 

to tw~~ -f~~t'-~st of'hb.1-cltya~~ .~~~~~;;; 
of fifty feet_. _ He basea _h~s ,tltituc.1e estimates _~pon trees · 

- ____ _ '7" . ·- · : •• -- . .:... 

- ·- -~ ~~~-,ii.;.-.. , - ....... - · .:·.._ . ...__ _- .. -...... ... _ . l 

in the near vicinity measuring some £if.t.y:~ s~.;feet __ ::~ :~,'._.:~; 
- -- . -~ ~ ~ .. - ~~::~ ,~~~;-~~ - ~- -~_J_-:_~~;_~_,· 

height, _._ some pot:Jerlines~ _rµe~~u~in9 ~1ent~..,~~- i:\'len:ty-.five _-:. 
- ··-- =· -·- - - -· - ,. - - :.:;;:=,;:; ":--'---~- · ·:: /~~t :;1-. -=~:.;~~-;;_:. 

feet in height, and . some transnission lines further· away ····--· 

rneasu.ring some sixty feet in height. As the ai=craft passed 

..e-.: .. :-- · 

--~~ .... ------ · - --- ___ ..__.....,__ .. ~- -.. -~--........... • - · . 
-.; ,; : .. ,--- "': ~, .. ..--

-·~=~~i. . -~- - -.· ~;:.-_.:;-~ 
... • --~!~~:-;;; :~. -
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c-·-~ ~~-.e s 2.. _e 

I: \ ai~c~aft anC his ~ife ::::-eco:~c.: e :.~. it as ' '-' . state.:: 

"Lha t he focuse.:: his a tten tio!~ e::. tL:ely o:r: t.l1e 'T '1 ~u:ti.be:: 

an ,:~ r.--:. i~1 not pay too mt.:.ch attention to the oti.1.er L:enti:Eyi::g 

ma!'ks or colo:: on t.."'1e aircraft. 

This \·Ti tness offer.-ec~. C-1 _, J.S a 

s }(etch sho'.:Li.g the location o i his 110'.ls e and that po::tior:. 

of the flight path of the ai::c ~('aft obsc:::-ve,~. by him. He 

aescribed visibility at the tine of t:1e incic.en t as '1ve::;/ 

light 11
• He describe(:! the color:- of the a ire raft as bro~ .. m 

and cream in color -- primarily cream. He ha~ no =ecollec

tion of th.e position of the wheels of the aircraft. 

Karlik's wife, Glenda, was standing on the patio 

of he~ house underneath the cove~ on Sunday, August 7, 1977
1 

at a time estimated to be between seven p.m •. and eight · p.m. 

Her five~year-old daughter was in the yard at that time and 

~~\\ ~~~-~~~r~~~°:~ . a~~~~-:~~~- f,;_~~-?1 in from ~!~~-rth 
19 . She first o.bseJ:Ved the aircraft as it fle\·1 over a fence 

~ L-1·*_0~: . ;-· . . - ------~ -,: ~ -·;. .. - ....... ..... - -:-:_-- .:.~---~ -· - ..;.. -· -- . --~ ··- - ···--· 

22 

~.::_;:. .... . .ZJ 
; . ... <";.·. 

24 

separating her house and her next-door neighbor's house. 

These two houses are approximatel.y sL""<ty feet apart. She 

observed the wings dipping between the houses and estimatet1 

the altitude oz the aix-~raft to be _100 feet. She stated 

t.'1a t the a i::cra ft was li']ht-t::olored • A fte:: the a i::-cra f-t 

mace a 180-degree turn and flew back behinCt }1er house, at 
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her husbanc.1, a.!.l.C:-~ shortly the:ceafte::- s~1e calle_:_ t h e FlJ::. 

'"'\ :- , ., 
~ ;.,· l.. 

office a~0 ma~e a repo::t of ~he :: e:.1e mb e:: e 0. 

obse::ving a c: isti:-ict · outli:1e of t\·.'o 9e.::S ·'.)ns in ·::.l:e ai~c]:c.. ft. 

The lo•,,; flight of the ai3:-c~aft cause..::. ::.e:: to feE:l fec:::ful 

anr_~ th.=eatene-i. She c~epicte·-~ on Exhi}::,i t C-1 in blac]: in:~ 

that portion of the flight path of t~1e ai::c::aft. t::at sL1e 

observed and i..l"ldicated that the remaining portion of t."'-ie 

flight path of the aircraft was sir:tila:: to that s110i.·m by 

her husband on this exhibit. 

Tl1is witness fu::thez:- tes ti f iec"". that, i ;, v ie~.-1 of a 

sL"Tiila:i: problem with a low-flying aircraft about three years 

prior the.z:-eto, she had been cautioneC:i by FAA officials that 

in any future inci:":er:t ~f that type s:1e should concentrate 

on obtaining the lh,'T' II 
L·1 nurnbez- of ·L:h~ aircraft an(..~ she sta tee:. 

17 that she focused her attention on the "N" number and had no 
it!...-. ~- -- .. - - ,. 

~ ~--". ·1i. ,:-ecollection e ~f--wi1e·t:Jeiti:lie~eeia''.::were down ·-'or up . anc:f ··did 

J .:.:~~:-,:{:·;~ -· not pay too· ·muc:h llttention '"to the-·other markings on the 

zo aircraft. 

22 

2.4 

The ;_I<ar liks reported the incident the same day, 

as reflecte~ in Exhibit C-2. In tl1is letter they identified 

the ai!:'craft~~by- "~f" nu~r, a"ncT ·stated that the first pass 

was over thei:":' ca ,:-port, flyi '19 in a sou t:1eas ter ly c;_i.:cecti.o i1, 

an::-: that the first pass ,·.,c:1.s about 200 feet alti tu6. e and the 
f 
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"uc,uc::..- 7 
:~ _, ..., '- I': I 1977. The £light ai::c~aft. is 

::iepictec: on this sketch an:1 s l!rn-.rs the ai~craft co!'ling 

directly over the Ka~liks I house, :;::-ather tha:: bet·Jeen their 

house and ~1e house next door. 

Wesley S. Greene, General Aviation Ope=aticns 

Inspector of the .Po3:tla~1d GA ;.10, con ,:iuc ·ce ~:- an investiga tio:-i 

of the reportc6 incident. Ee offe::e : Exhibit C-10, a 

sectional map, sroi.·1ing the location 0£ the Karlik resi,~,ence 

anc~ 010 neighbo::-ing ai.:i:p0:. t.s, nawely1 ii aro Ac::-es Ai:-port and 

Troh 's Airport. 

On August 23, 1977, the I~spectc= talked to Robert 

Thieman, the flight instructo:: and general manager of the 

Troh's Airport. Thieman informed him that respondent was 

the pilot-in-command of /N\. 9499 Jon August 7, 1977. 

-fi....]!., -H-~,:,...:,.__~~.,,;.~~~!A~;:3-1,it c,::-~3, whic~-~i~;,~ -: =- __ _ 
~ :,c-~}~li ,-::).etter.2 he.;~~~q~~-:. t.e r!~-~~~-~ ::__R~ ~~gust 30, 1977. In that~------·--· 
~ -~:!.-:-_. :=-n .. -~- -~- ·- :~··:_.:<.:".':."-"'"•r~ - .. '.::';,-~:J!;~,;, :~--: ·:;,J:·_--~~~~-- ,:~-:f:::.-_~ . . :.··· -,,: ,_.· 
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letter the inspector advise~ the respondent that he 

.(respondent) has been identified as the pilot-in-command 

of the -Cherokee on August 7, 1977 approximately two ~iles 

;aou~st of Op!gon City. -~-He.... a~~9 advised respondent in 
- • • • • • ... • ..... • h - •• • - - • - - _. - ~ - - - - · - .- • - • • : - .. - .• • 

tnat letter ~~at the aircraft alleged to have been operated 

by re~ondent was observed on t<NO different passes at an 
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believe~ that respondent ~as in violation of Sections 91.9 

ana 91.79(c) qf the FA~. 

Exhibit C-14 is a handwritten letter b~ respon~ent 

date::. September 9, 1977. In that let~er respo:: ~~ent a~;:~-:.m·T

ledge~ receipt of the inspector's letter oated August 30 

and conce~e~that he was flying the Cherokee on August 7th 

in the Oregon City area around Fer~~son Roac, ~~the stoutly 

denied that he ever flew clo~e~ than 500 feet to persons and 

property on the ground. 

The inspecto:- never inquire6 whether the aircraft 

may have been rented to anyone other than respondent, nor 

did he inqui:-e about the color of the aircraft. 

During the month of August 19771 Robert Thieman 

kept records of aircraft :lispatched at we Troh 1 s Airport. 

In commenting on the Exhibit R-4, a typed sheet of aircraft 

:~~~~·:.. 18 
~~- ~,~,ge-z•t~~~ ~~~#,~_;es~:~:-:t9 -.:. the .. ,~~erokee -~11~:C~,·:-t~.f;,~. 1 ~-: -, 

~~~~- ::;:·.·ff :~-?,. ( .involVAl(l ~tween August . l .. and August 27, 1977 # Thieman 
!---:·. : ·.,. ·,•;_:._; . ; -• . . ".:_ ,,·~~~;~..:(~'i;~ ~,·- . ·•. ' -.a.'"-;·-=-_-_ -- .', .. ·-· • - . ':. - . 

"20 stated that this document indicated that respondent was the 

ll onl.y person who operated the Cherokee between August 6th 

and August 10th. ·He stated that he checked the records on 

·...:.:. =- · -··· %! .; · August 23,~97-"L. ·the .date that .Inspector Greene called- him 

·: -· 22 

24 

. ·-. %5 

inquirL~g wit~ respect to the ownership of the ai=craft a~c 

the pilot-in-command on August 7th .• 

- .-.-~~ - .. ..... ; .·: - . - ., . ·· - ··-··· ""-" • . .. 
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This witi.:es s :, . ~ -Cle s c :: l. ;;i e ..... -c. : e , . .:: 
v .... 

- . . 
~ .. -:.e~c ... ~e e 

as basically white with light green 2 =cs:~~ . ~e ~e s c ~~be: 

the "N 11 n:.imbers as being ca:::k green a r: .~. he also st~t.e J t::at 

the aircraft contained considerable oti~e~ lette~ing and 

numberi:ig 'di th respect t.o ac...lvertisemcllts a~( tC::.leph one 

Enterprises. This witness furt:i~:: tes tifie6 that h is colo~ 

description of t"1e aircraft vJus the sa:ne to~-tay as it ~.-1as 

during August, 1977. Also, in this respect, he recalled. 

another Cherokee that ope::-ate( in the sa-..7te general area at 

the time in question which he described as being cream and 

brown colored. Further, he made the observation that it 

is not unusual for the 0 N II numbers of Cherokees to be 

identical with the exception of only one digit. 

Respondent concereJ receipt of Inspector Greene's 

letter natec.1 August 30, 1977 (Exhibit C-13), and he authen

ticated his lette~ of Septembe~ 6, 1977 to Inspector Greene 

· ittssumed· .that he had :.-f1own t~ ~ Cherokee on August 7th •.. · but . .. . . . ~- . -- --·-- -

later ascertained that he flew the aircraft during the mont 

-of August .onl~ .on _August 10 and August 15. He stated that 

22 the August 10th flight was made to Coos Bay, Oregon, and 

-· 
ll ~tnat -his pilot log book was left at that point when he 

24 

25 

returned to S.... Troh' s Airport.. He retrieved the log book 

some 30 days later, at which tLue, he said, he reconstructe 
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an~ ente~e~ t~e dates of A~ gu st 10 a~~ Aus~st 15 in his l og 

book by reliance on his mewory a:1c'.. !~is pe~son~l record s of 

ta ch ti:ne • 

Pat Chaney, co-o,;:::-ie::- o F ·:.he in vol vec~ Cherokee, 

sponsored Exhibit R-5, a color photograph of ~hat ai=c~aft. 

This photograph indicates that the aircraft is p:re::.:oT;'ina;:1tly 

white in colo:: ~.-1i t~ light green accent anc c; a=k green let-

tering and striping down the center of the fuselage. It 

also inciicates that the side of the aircraft has nurne=ous 

lettering pertaining to advertisements thereon. 

This witness also sponsored Exhibits R-6 and R-7. 

Exhibit R-6 is a statement of account with respondent 

between May 13, 1977 an{. December 27, 1977. This exhibit 

shows that respondent rented. the Cherokee on August 10 anc. 

15, 1977 and at no other time during that month. Exhibit 

R-7, invoices covering the _rental of "N" 9499 J be-o-veen June. 

in Exhibit R-6. __ ,. Xn this regard, Chaney tes ti£ ied that -
- -- ·-· - -- , h · - - _. ____ ·. _ . , - - ~ ---- - --- - _ ._ ... .. - · - -:-~ .: ~ : !- :~ --=- . t...:-~ 
other personnel at Troh's Airport could have had access to 

and flown the Cherokee on August 7th, .as well as other 

people paying cash and where no invoice was prepared for 
.. __ , _ _ ,.. _.._.. ,..,... -

such cash paymen·ts • 

On rebuttal, Richard Karlik examined Exhibit R-5, 

the color photograph of '1r\ 9499 J, and when inqui=-ed by the 
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ee::.ch \r,:hethe~ t h is ~.vas t h e S.3.:rte aircraft that he saw On 

Au gust 7, 1 9 77, r-ep l ie~ , 11 ~0esn I t look like aircraft I 

sav; . 11 Also, in this respect, he did not remember the droop 

wings of the air craft nor the fixed landing gear. 

Karlik's wife, Glenda, also ~stified on rebuttal, 

am.1 "<dhen sho'w'!l Exhibit R-5 ana asked whet..1-ier that exhibit 

re flee tee. the same aircraft she saw on ..:..~~~gust 7 .1-.1977, _______ _ 
-.· ;·""' .- _:. . -: ·-, ..... -- ·--

replied, "I d on ' t think it is. 11 

Discussion and Conclusions 
- ·.,. -. ... -· . ---~ . __ ,,.. _____ __ ·- ~ .. __....,.. .... __ - .. - -==--7-~-----

The above summary of the testimony and ex..riibi ts · 

indicates several- aiscrepancies in the Karliks' testiinony 
.. _. ·"".:. _::r •-

in regard to both the altitude and the ·fl.ight path of the·· 

Cherokee. For example, Exhibit C-1 shows the aircraft 
.. 

fl.ying between their house at1d the house next door, __ wh~'.~s 
,.-: - .. ,. -. 

Exhibit P..-3 shows the aircraft flying directly ,_9ve;- __ theu..,~-·-. 

house rather than between their house ~ .. the house next ~. 
4 • ~ " - • • ~~~- ' -- ~~ .. ·- ~~.~ ~~ - ~-:~;; __ :, t·:~-~:~-;:~ \-

··• .·:· . ·:·-~ ;-"" -· 

door. The letter written on the day of the incident refers 
. · -.. ·'"" --:·-- ~~~~--. · _·- d a4,-~:~;·~;;;t~~~~--

to altitudes of 200 and 100 .feet, wl)e~--_ s in~~ test"1JAC_t1'J!~ . .. ·· 'R~:-1r~;~~~;~~!!~;~~~:~.-~i-~~~;~~: :: :, 
two witnesses :r.e.lated yha~ ---they-:Obse:cW;e&:~~on_~ ~ '.::7·,:11~~·- . ., , . ..}. :~? . 

. ':' •• - . - .. - .. :_ =:-. ~{......-;: ... ·: ~.:. -:..:~·-: ...,..;...;.:~"!,--i:~ .;., ~ .. ·--~·:dt~_ . . . 
the best of their recollection. Their _testinx,~~--·-howevei~---

-- - .... -.a .;:-...;.._'--~ ···-··· 't.~ _.,..i .'!.-:- · -·'"·- -~ ·::s- ,.. 

concerning the flight path of the Che~ _and··;:t}ie_ al.~~1f,~ 
. .--: -!~~:- - - - - · -~ ·. -.. . ~ - ';~- <_ .... :~~ .. ··._ ·~·.:-·· .. :~~~~· . 

is:.~~~flic:~2~~~ -'s~ydt~:,, ~e;~}~~~~,c•~#~~~~-~~ib 
. . : One-~~;~ling: ~spect ab~~t -thi ~~~a·~,;·~~-;~~~i~·s·poil~~ . 

-,. ,.:;..-_ ,; 

admission that he flew the involved Cherokee on ~Augu~t 7th 
.. . ·--·- ... -

. ---·,. ·.-.:. _. -

._. : ' .. ... ..... ·-· ··-

::·_-. - · t .. -i::-- -·- . _.,. .... ~ ..... .. ----""' - ....... ..-,,.: ~ -- -
.· ·- uC.--- ··--·i ---- -·· - ···_,,.,,· ....:.. .. . 
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a flatout admission as he di~ in h i s letter dated Septembe~ 

6, 1977. That nctNithstanding, t he recoros simply will 

not support a finding that respondent flew this aircraft 

on any c1ate in Au gust othe:c t:1an August 10 an6. Augus t 15. 

In this respect it shoulc be noted that Che~okees have a 

recognizec"i sirailarity i n '1::7 11 numbers anc-: , i n.deeC, a Ch e.;:ok ee 

of the coloz desc:=ibe:-5 b y t.h e Karli ~-:s was repartee. to be 

operating in the gene=al area. 

Vie~.:.;ing the evidence in its totality, I feel 

compelled to conclu6e that this matter is eithei: a case of 

r.1istaken identity of the aircraft or that sor:1eone other 

than respondent was operating the aircraft on August 7, 

1977. I am inclined to lean towar6 the mistaken identity 

explanation ·en--the basis of the Kar~~k,.s. ' state~nt · 0~1- , .... . ,.~< ... #' ·-

. r ---~-~-----~-- - ~-:---_~;.~ . ........ ---~ -~ ::-;~ :~ ,. _-~:;..:..: ··· ··'~. ----·- ---- --···'-· -~~ ... -,~~.;: 
rebuttal that ~"Chi.bit a~s was not- --the -aircraft ;hey -saw on ~- · ~ 

~ ;_ . ·. ·-· : . . - -:_~:-~-·:~--=.;,::~-~-; ~- . - . - - - . - . < < . : ~- ~~;. .· :, .. :~--:.:.~~/it.'.-:: . -~;:-.·.,:-:~:~,~t ·; ·t· 
. August -7 ~--~Yn~ snort1 .. it is rrry -conc1u·slon 'tha t "~ere 7 is ·not:. . · 

a sufficient evidentiary basis in the record to support a 

finding of any··violation c,f t'1e FATI~ - · 

·---- · -contentions of th~ part~es as to facts or law · 

r.·:hich have not been discussed he~eirO,bove h ave bee~ giv e n 

due consideration and are £ound to be either not materially 
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is found that (1) complainant has failed to meet his burden 

b~/ a clear preponde;:a:-:ce of the evi2ence s:10\.·.7ing that 

}:- espondent violate,:: t:1c sections of t::e ?A::' .. cite:., in the 

cor.1plaint, and (2) safety ir: air com.~e::ce 03: ai= t:=-c..nspor-::.a

tion and the public i~te=est do no ·t require affir~ation of 

the orde= of suspension. 

It is Ordere~ , That the or{er of suspension be, 

and it is hereby, reversed. 

~ated at Portland, Oregon this 3th day of February 

1979. 

errell R. Davis 
dminis tra ti ve La" . .., Judge 

Appeal 

))e made by £iling with t:he N;i~onal Transportation Safety 
. -.-.... - ·:. ____ _ .:.,.·: _ !",: : 

Board, Docket Section, 800 1nc1epenL~ence Avenue S .w., Wash

ington, D. c. 20594, and serving upon the other party a 

notice of appeal within ten days from today, perfected by 

the filing and serving of a brief in support thereof within 

40 days from today. 

The procedure on appeal is set forth in cetail 
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l. :1 Sec:tions 8 21.43, 8 21.47 ar:c 2 21..48 of the !."'ules 0£ 

~;::.:actice. 

Off the reco :;:-c., . 

(Discussion off the record.) 

JUDGE DAVIS: Back on the record. 

There being no furt~er matters to come before the 

&.2nch in connection \·Ji th this :na tte!', I declare this hearing 

closed. 

SERVICE; 

(Hearing adjourned at 5:00 p.m.) 

Emery J. Ingham, Respondent 
4327 S. E. 49th 
Portland, Oregon 97204 

James A. Luebke, Esq. 
Luebke & Wallingford 
1029 S.W. Columbia Street 

_ _P_g_!'t! ~-~~-! -~Q!_~~on 97201 

_ J~ff . D. _D_orroh, Esq. 
Northwest Region- -----
Federal Aviation Administration 
FAA Building, King County Int'l. Airport 
Seattle, Washington 98108 
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