
September 23, 2014

Mr. Randall S. Fiertz
Director, Office of Airport Compliance and Management Analysis
Federal Aviation Administration
800 Independence Avenue SW
Washington, DC  20591

RE: DOCKET NUMBER FAA-2014-0463 POLICY ON THE MANAGEMENT USE OF AIRPORT
HANGARS

Dear Mr. Fiertz;

Please accept the following comments on behalf of the Spokane Airports Tenants Association (SATA)
Board of Directors regarding hangar utilization on airports receiving federal funding. SATA represents
over 250 hangar tenants in the Spokane area. This is a subject near and dear to each of our members.
Some of which have owner-built hangars on leased land and others are renters of hangars on leased land.
Regardless of whether the hangars are owned or rented, this issue affects each of our members.

Whether a hangar is owned or rented often the tenant takes great pride in their hangar and often great pride
in the airport their hangar is located on.  Often, whether the hangar is used to maintain or build an airplane
or simply to shelter their aircraft, the tenant ends up seeking to make their hangar a comfortable place to
spend time whether working, flight-planning and/or hangar flying.  By their very nature, hangars are an
important part of each airport and the airspace system in general; as a result hangars provide a protective
service as well as a refuge for both aircraft and pilot.

One of the points this proposed policy makes that we agree with is that if no aviation related activity occurs
and no waiting list of individuals exists for hangar space then the hangar can be leased on a month-to-
month basis at prevailing commercial rates until such time that an aviation need presents itself.  As pilots
and utilizers of hangars the last thing any of us want to see are hangars utilized solely for the storage of
non-aviation entities; we want aircraft in hangars and we want aviation related activities occurring robustly
at our nation’s airports.  Policies that encourage and facilitate all aviation related activities result in mo re
participants in the various aspects of aviation, including making available existing hangars and land which
can be developed for future hangars.

In our opinion there are several issues in this proposed policy that are of concern.  The first issue relates to
the FAA’s definition of an aviation activity.  This definition needs to be expanded to include construction
of aircraft components. Limiting to final assembly does not promote aviation.  Only the environment
found at our nation’s airports, where other builders are constructing aircraft creates a synergism which
promotes safety over the individual who is constructing their aircraft in isolation. The FAA’s perspective
that building aircraft components is non-aviation is illogical and incomprehensible. There can be no
distinction between the construction of aircraft components for an experimental or a certificated aircraft,



both must be considered at their core an aviation activity.  This issue regarding construction of aircraft
components is a critical aspect of today’s aviation environment.

The second issue is the FAA comment referring to “Short-term storage of non-operational aircraft for
purposes of maintenance, repair, or refurbishment.” The FAA has no business stipulating either a hard,
soft or arbitrary time line for maintenance, repair, or refurbishment. Incidentally, the very nature of
refurbishment, at times, requires the manufacturing of parts necessary to build the components which
ultimately would be assembled into an aircraft. Hangars are often used to a greater extent than simply
storage of aircraft.  Clearly maintenance, storage of aircraft, their assembly, and assembly of their
components including fabrication of parts for those components are well within the scope and intent of
aviation activities and aviation related activities.

The third issue is the FAA comment pertaining to the size of an individual’s hangar. Neither the FAA nor
any other government agency should dictate the size of a hangar an individual is limited to.  This is a
decision that is solely the responsibility of the individual investing the capital to purchase or build the
structure.  It is the individual’s freedom to rent or build or buy the size hangar they want, versus potentially
having that dictated to us. Today’s square footage requirements may not be reflective of future square
footage requirements, specifically in the event where an additional, yet unplanned, aircraft is acquired.

There are a number of aeronautical activities not addressed in this draft policy which the AOPA letter dated
September 18, 2014 addressed, I would direct your attention to that letter.

The bottom line is that hangar use can and should be locally administered. Aviators understand that
hangars exist for the storage of aircraft, irrespective of its status of airworthiness. Furthermore, aircraft
construction must be allowed, irrespective of the phase of construction. Finally, hangars provide a safe
haven for crew and, aircraft; no policy should interfere with or discourage activities which naturally and
logically occur in this environment.

Respectfully Submitted,

Spokane Airports Tenants Association Board of Directors


