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Dear Sir/Madam: 

These comments are submitted by Leech Tishman Nelson Hardiman, Inc. on behalf of its client, who is concerned 
with aviation safety, accountability, and public trust. 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit this comment regarding the FAA’s Request for Comment on Withholding 
Certain Aircraft Registration Information from Public Dissemination (Docket ID: FAA-2025-0638). 

As stated in FAA guidance on reporting low-flying aircraft, “We welcome information from citizens that will enable us 
to take corrective measures including legal enforcement action,”1 and public reporting plays a role in protecting 
“persons and property on the ground and those onboard an unauthorized low-flying aircraft.”2 These statements 
underscore the FAA’s longstanding recognition that public access and reporting are integral to a safe and trusted 
aviation system. 

Background 

Section 803 of the FAA Reauthorization Act of 2024 requires the FAA to withhold certain personally identifiable 
information (PII) from public dissemination for private aircraft owners upon request, including the owner’s name, 
mailing address, telephone number, and email address. While the purpose is to address privacy concerns, including 
risks such as flight-stalking or harassment, it is equally important to recognize that concerns about safety, stalking, 
and harassment can also arise for communities affected by aircraft operations. A balanced approach is needed—one 
that protects individual privacy while preserving the ability of communities to identify and address unsafe or unlawful 
behavior. 

While the FAA must comply with Section 803’s privacy requirements, the statute leaves room for agency discretion 
both in how that requirement is implemented and in whether additional changes to registry access are made. For 
example, the FAA may determine whether non-PII fields—such as ownership type, aircraft certification, or operational 
status—remain publicly accessible to support transparency, safety oversight, and other public interest functions. Our 
client urges the FAA to exercise this discretion thoughtfully and to consider the recommendations outlined in this 
comment to ensure that implementation maintains aviation safety, fosters community trust, and fulfills the law’s intent. 

Existence of Public Safety Risks from Unsafe Aviation Activity 

The FAA has acknowledged the risks posed by “rogue pilots”—those who operate aircraft in disregard of regulations 
or with insufficient regard for public safety. In the FAA-hosted, 75-minute webinar Dealing with the Rogue Pilot (June 

1FAA Guide to Low-Flying Aircraft, https://www.faa.gov/media/29701, (accessed April 2025) 
2FAA, Help FAA Identify Low-Flying Aircraft, https://www.faa.gov/media/69176, (accessed April 2025) 


















