SERVED: May 8, 1995
NTSB Order No. EA-4357

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

Adopt ed by the NATI ONAL TRANSPORTATI ON SAFETY BQOARD
at its office in Washington, D.C
on the 1st day of My, 1995

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

Conpl ai nant

Docket SE-13329
V.

STEVEN R EGGER

Respondent .

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

ORDER DENYI NG RECONSI DERATI ON AND GRANTI NG STAY

Respondent has filed a petition for reconsideration of our
decision in NTSB Order No. EA-4319 (served February 8, 1995),
wherein we affirmed the |law judge's initial decision finding that
respondent violated 14 C.F.R 91.119(a) and 91.13(a) when he
| anded a helicopter in the parking | ot of a supermarket. W
uphel d the 60-day suspension of respondent's pilot certificate
i nposed by the | aw judge.

In his petition, respondent reiterates his argunent that he
recei ved i nadequate notice of his statutory right to be heard
before the FAA issued the order of suspension. However, we
rejected this argunent in Order No. EA-4319 at 8-10, and
concl uded that respondent was not deprived of an opportunity to
be heard. Respondent has shown no reason why we should alter our
deci sion on this point.

Respondent al so attacks what he believes to be flaws and
inproprieties in the Board's decision-nmaki ng process, asserting
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that the process is biased towards the Adm nistrator. These
argunments, however, are based on nunerous incorrect assunptions
about the Board's process, and provide no basis for overturning
our decision in this case.

Respondent has al so requested a stay of Order No. EA-4319
pendi ng disposition of a petition for review of that order which
respondent states that he intends to file in the U S Court of
Appeal s, should we deny this petition for reconsideration. The
Adm ni strator does not oppose the request. It appears that good
cause exists for granting the stay.

ACCORDI NGLY, | T IS ORDERED THAT:

1. The petition for reconsideration is denied; and

2. In the event that respondent files a tinely petition for
review of Order No. EA-4319 in the U S. Court of Appeals, the

effective date of that order is stayed until such tinme as the
Court of Appeals enters judgnent on respondent's petition.

HALL, Chairman, FRANCI S, Vice Chai rman, and HAMVERSCHM DT, Menber
of the Board, concurred in the above order.



