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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
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DAVI D R HI NSON,
Adm ni strator,
Federal Avi ation Adm nistration,

Conpl ai nant

Docket SE-12367
V.

STEPHEN ALBERT NAYPAVER, JR. ,

Respondent .
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ORDER DENYI NG STAY

Respondent, pro se, has requested a stay of NTSB Orders EA-
4127 and 4199, served April 13 and June 23, 1994, respectively,
pendi ng review of those orders by the United States Court of
Appeals for the Fifth Grcuit pursuant to Section 1006 of the
Federal Aviation Act (49 U S.C 1486) and the NTSB Rul es (49
C.F.R 821.64).1

We generally grant stays of our orders pending judicial

revi ew when the suspension affirnmed is for less than 6 nonths.
We consistently deny stays in cases involving certificate
revocati on because revocation is based on a conclusion that the
airman | acks the qualifications required of a certificate hol der.

Cases in between -- involving suspensions of 6 nonths or nore --
are evaluated on a case-by-case basis, considering the
seriousness of the violations. See Adm nistrator v. Reinhold,
NTSB Order EA-4224 (1994).

'Board Order EA-4127 affirnmed a 180-day suspension of
respondent’'s airline transport pilot certificate. Oder EA-4199
deni ed respondent's petition for reconsideration.

6301B



2

I n our judgnment, respondent’'s conduct here reflects a
di sregard for aviation safety that mtigates against a stay of
our order. Looking at the facts in the light nost favorable to
him respondent continued a |ong distance flight despite having
been told by air traffic control that he may have hit a power
line. Further, immediately after takeoff, respondent | ost power
in one engine. After regaining power, he chose to continue his
flight rather than land to investigate the engine failure.
Finally, respondent's prior violation history supports denial of
the requested stay.

ACCCRDI N&Y, |IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Respondent's notion for stay is deni ed.

HALL, Acting Chairmn, LAUBER, HAMVERSCHM DT and VOGT, Menbers of
the Board, concurred in the above order.



