Hoveaeet 18, 19488

#r, Richard A, Asper
Airlilwe Solutlons, k.
P.C. Box 7023

Furc Lawaerdaie, FL 33307

Dear Ho. Asper:
LWI570L; Recorviny of Attorney Laen

By 1etter of June 2§, 1588, you salmitted to the Alrcrait Registration
brench a llen assertec Dy the law firn Of wWaitom, Lantarr, SchroeGer &
Carton ror recuruation, The lien was asserted wder Florica Stacutes
329.51 pursuant to F.S. 713.58, generally cunsidtred a4 lien Lot artlsalis.

In susport of the reCorulry Of toe lien, you Sugyest that the attorieys’
WULK waS perLloried constructively on tie sircrart, slice tUwy repieseanted
the alfcrait Lit & AR rE&n CLikindl actitii. The lien aiso states that the
WOIK was gerroried in acoordance with & contract with the uwners of the
aircraft, Uaited Transport Assoclates, Inc, You state that the lien
seets Lk [e0Uiding Ieguirements of Part 14 CPR Part 49, and that denial
of recoruing would nave the gravest of Sixty Aoerkipent Lkplications.

AS we QiBsCussen Ly telepnone, TS ofiice hat SLIWY reservations about
the use Of aitisan lien statutes by attormeys, sionce 1t seaws inprobabie
that attorneys cah perfomm protessivnal work "woon® an aircratt, &5 tuat
tern 18 UBLU 0 Loe Btatute. However, in orger to gel advice on Fioriaa
constructivn of tne statute, we wWrote to the Florida Attornesy General,
whoe auvised us that e did not nave tle authority to issue a ruding on
the sulject, but referreus us o several Plorida cases wulch have uealt
with the pmatter. (COpy enciosed.)

We have no guarrel with your represeatation that the attorneys LEy bave a
valla ilen Jdpoil the altCraft for woe work perfoliea. HOWeVELD, we &are Dot
persusseu that Ploflda attofnheys ndy Wbe wWe artisan llen atalutes Lo
yive notice of toat lien, or cthat the FAA Aircrait hRegastry nas toe
autior ity Lo recora 1t.
(e of the Cases reierred to us by toe Atcorney General ib that of St.
Ana v, Wweler (129 So.2d 184}, wucn plainiy states that -

"It Las tlererore een Qetermined that tols statute Jdoets not apply
TO Of Create an acuiblonal attorney's lien.”
e agree that tiue attomeys probabdy do have & lien on Che elrcratt

Lecause of tnelr work on its wenalt, and we are persSucGed that such lien
is robably recognized under Floriaa law, out hot that At 3o ellglbde fof
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recordatlon wwier tiis statute. TWo suguestions Clwe to M  Lne et
they suould LOCK tO the oWners 1or payiehit, with whca thy have a contract;
Or WO, tiey K3y Wish Lo Consluel pursuing toeit lien in Che procedures
Giveqa Ly Flotica law, ratler than asklig e asenCy Lo institute a new,
and contrwersial procedurdai to pecord it.

T FPAA Alrcrart Registly has limited autiiorlly tO recoru conveyances (43
U.S5.C. 1403}, and unilateral essertions of rights or claiws are
conpcationaliy gualliled to e »0 recorued. In accordance with our
publishea opinion Of DeCaiwer 17, 1981, (40 F.K. Mo, 242, p. 61528,
epnclosedi), the right tO recoru Buch st & glven by statute. The
bistrict Court of Appeals Lor Florida, i e S5t. Ana case, 8ays LS
statute does not Create a rignt in atcorneyu, We are ot persuaued that
eenial of the rignt Of recording wnoer the Federal Aviation AL 18 a
violaticn Gf the Sixth Ausiwianent.
By a copy of tius letter, we are recopmserxiing to the FAA Aarcratt Registiy -
that toe lien soouid be returned as not eiliylble IOr recording.
Sincereliy,
Joseph Re Standell
hsaistant Chief Counsed

ror the Acronautical Center

Original Sigred By

R. BRUCE CA
By: R. BruceRIEa%ter

* Attorney Auvieer
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