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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD

WASHINGTON, D.C.

Adopted by the NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD
at its office in Washington, D.C.
on the 22nd day of April, 1994 

   __________________________________
                                     )
   DAVID R. HINSON,                  )
   Administrator,                    )
   Federal Aviation Administration,  )
                                     )
                   Complainant,      )
                                     )    Docket SE-12333
             v.                      )
                                     )
   AHMAD TEIMOORI,                   )
                                     )
                   Respondent.       )
                                     )
   __________________________________)

ORDER DENYING RECONSIDERATION

Respondent seeks reconsideration of our order, NTSB Order
EA-4067, served February 9, 1994.  In that order, we affirmed an
initial decision finding that respondent violated 14 C.F.R.
91.13(a) when, during a solo cross-country flight, he was forced
to land in a field due to lack of fuel.

On appeal, respondent challenges our conclusion that his
lack of fuel was "a situation of his own making."  Administrator
v. Teimoori, NTSB Order EA-4067 (1994) at 2.  Respondent believes
his actions should be excused because he was a student pilot
flying an unfamiliar aircraft and lost his way due to heavy cloud
cover.  The Administrator has replied in opposition to the
petition for reconsideration.1

                    
     1The Administrator's reply was filed approximately 1 month
after the petition was received because petitioner did not serve



2

Respondent offers no issue that warrants reconsideration,
and the majority of the issues he raises were addressed in our
prior decision.  Respondent's petition reflects an
underestimation of the preflight and inflight safety
responsibilities that flying imposes on pilots.2

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

The petition for reconsideration is denied.

VOGT, Chairman, LAUBER, HAMMERSCHMIDT, and HALL, Members of the
Board, concurred in the above order.

(..continued)
the Administrator as required by our rules.

     2Respondent also argues that suspension would delay his
ability to test for a flight instructor certificate, delay his
supplemental earning potential, and mar his record.  None of
these arguments justify dismissal of the Administrator's order or
 reduction of the sanction.


