UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, DC
Served: Sept. 11, 1991

FAA Order No. 91-45

In the Matter of:
Docket No. CP90EA0133

JAMES PARK

ORDER

A héarihg in'this»matter-wasvheld on April 16, -1991. On
April 17, 1991, Respondent filed a document entitled
"Respondent’s Request for Appeal to the Decisions of
Administrative Law Judge Joel R. Williams". Although
Respondent did not file a separate appeal brief, Respondent’s
appeal is considered to be perfected. The three-page.appeal
document filed with the Appellate Docket by Respondent
satisfies the requirements for an appeal brief set forth in
Section 13.233(d) (1) of the Rules of Practice, 14 C.F.R.

§ 13.233(d) (1) (1991).% In the Matter of Metz, FAA Order

No. 89-4 (November 13, 1989).

1/ section 13.233(d) (1), 14 C.F.R. § 13.233(d) (1) (1991)
provdies in pertinent part:

A party shall set forth, in detail, the party’s
specific objection to the inital decision or rulings in
the appeal brief. A party also shall set forth, in
detail, the basis for the appeal, the reasons supporting
the appeal, and the relief requested on appeal.




Accordingly, Complainant shall have 35 days from the

‘ issuance of this order to file a reply brief.-z-/

JAMES B. BUSEY, ADMINISTRATOR
Federal Aviation Administration

Issued this __ |} bg. day of SUQ*- , 1991.

2/ Respondent did not indicate whether he served a copy of
Respondent’s Request for Appeal to the Decisions of
Administrative Law Judge Joel R. Williams on agency counsel.
Accordingly, attached to agency counsel’s copy of this order
is a copy of Respondent’s appeal.




