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July 15, 19R7 

naniel J. Fowler, Fsq. 
naur:,;hertv, Rrarifor<l, Fowler and Moss 
Attorneys :itt Law 
204 North ~ohim:,on 
Oklahor.ta City, OK. 73102 
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'fonr letter of July 13, 1987, asks for our review of a situation wherein thi 
aircraft was reP.istered to Ross Aviation, Inc., in !Q84. Rose was the lP.sse 
under a lease with option to purchase such that under procedures in place at 
th11t time, we con11idered the lease as equivalent to~ conditional sales 
agreement, which requires registration in the name of the lessee. Then in 
1985, thi8 office issued an opinion, which in effect stated that the form of 
the Ross leaBe should not be consi<lered as equivalent to a conditional sales 
contract, since it provided for an initial terM of l year, but with nine 
renewal terms. We opined that under the only absolute term of the lease, th 
first year, the lessee would not pav out a. sum substantially equivalent tot 
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value of the aircraft, so no sale (or conditional sale) resulted. 

You now ask the following questions concerning the state of matters: 

1. Is the aircraft properly re~istered in the name of Ross? 

Answer. Yes. It was validly re~istered in 1984 unrter statutes, 
re~ul11tione and opinions then current and:'valid. AlthouRh our le~al opinion 
has changerl, the practice of this. office and the Registry has been to 
"~ranrtfather" earlier cases, such that immediate reregistration is not 
rettuired, and enforcement action to terminate registration is not taken. 
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'2. If we (Aeronautical Center Counsel) determine that the aircraft is n 
oroperlv rr."'ht11irfl!tf, but Ahould be re~istered to the lessor, what was the te 
of valid reRistration, and what may be possible civil or criminal penalties? 
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Answer. He have detenninec1 that the,aircraft is presently validly 
redstered, and that no useful l)Urpose would be achieved by answerin~ the 
second questions. While it wnulrl have been appropriate for the aircrAft to 
have heen reregistered in 1985, neither the Re~istry nor this office made an 
de~and on the parties to reform the registration. :The parties t?1aY, at their 
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oi,t:lon, t'erefl:ittter th4" 1tlrr.rllft at imy time, h\1t the Fe<let'al Avlat ton 
A..fl"'i nhtr.,tion ~C\eR nr,t l'P"tu1.r~ H. In 11".ht of the ftf(ency forhe3rnnce, tote 
thin'k it unlilt~ly thert• 11re any civil or crtti,tnal pen~lth• involved. 

Joseoh R. ~tende11 
Art"onl'uttic:al <°@!'lter r.onnsl!l 

cc: 
AGC-7 
AGC-200 
AAC-250 

AAC-7:RBCarter:pw:2296:7-15-87 


