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NTSB Order No. EA-4337

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 BQARD
at its office in Washington, D.C
on the 21st day of March, 1995

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

Conpl ai nant

Docket SE-13556
V.

M CHAEL G MANI N

Respondent .

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

ORDER DENYI NG RECONSI DERATI ON

Respondent has petitioned for reconsideration of O der No.
EA- 4303 (served Decenber 16, 1994), in which we upheld the
Adm ni strator's energency order revoking respondent's airline
transport pilot certificate based on his intentional
falsification of two applications for airman nedical
certification on which he failed to disclose that he had been
convi cted of making a false statement in a passport application.?
As di scussed below, the petition is denied.

In his petition, respondent reiterates his claimthat the
law judge in this case did not nmake the requisite finding that

Y I'n that decision we also disnmissed respondent's appeal in
anot her enforcenent action (SE-13557). Respondent does not seek
reconsi deration of that dism ssal.
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respondent had actual know edge of the false statenents he nmade,
and that there is insufficient evidence to establish actual

knowl edge. However, as we nade clear in our earlier decision,
the law judge's finding that respondent nmade "intentional" false
statenents was equivalent to a finding that he had act ual

know edge of those statenments. That finding is supported by the
record.

Respondent al so chall enges the sanction in this case,
arguing that only his nedical certificate should have been
suspended for the offense of intentional falsification. In
recent years, however, we have nade clear that we view
intentional falsification as a serious offense which warrants
revocation of the respondent's airman certificate as well as his
medi cal certificate. See Adm nistrator v. Bodovinitz, NISB O der
No. EA-4179 at 9-10 (1994), and cases cited therein.

Finally, respondent points out that in EA-4303 we stated, in
error, that the revocation of his pilot certificate would
comence 30 days after service of that order. |In fact, the
revocation of respondent's certificate was inmediately effective
upon respondent's recei pt of the energency order. The
Adm ni strator acknow edged in his response to respondent's
petition that respondent was eligible to reapply for his
certificate on February 16, 1995.

ACCCRDI N&Y, |IT IS ORDERED THAT:

Respondent's petition for reconsideration is deni ed.

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



