Pilots for HIMS Reform

PAHR

Subject: Formal Complaint Regarding Judge Alisa Tapia — SM-30710

Judge V. Stuart Couch

Acting Chief Judge

Office of Administrative Law Judges
National Transportation Safety Board

Dear Chief Judge Couch,

On behalf of Pilots for HIMS Reform (P4HR) — a nationwide coalition of airline pilots, air
traffic controllers, medical professionals, and legal advocates — we submit this formal
complaint regarding Judge Alisa M. Tapia’s handling of Petition of Martin Barnard, Docket
No. SM-30710.

Judge Tapia’s April 2025 oral decision represents a clear departure from fairness,
impartiality, and adherence to law. Specifically:

e Objective Evidence Ignored: The judge acknowledged four years of continuous
abstinence and over 50 consecutive negative drug/alcohol tests — which meet the
regulatory threshold under 14 C.F.R. §§ 67.107, 67.207, 67.307 — yet denied
reinstatement.

o Expert Testimony Disregarded: She stated that Dr. Gitlow’s testimony was “equally
persuasive” as FAA expert Dr. Burgdorft’s, which under a preponderance of evidence
standard should have favored the petitioner.

e Supreme Court Precedent Overlooked: She refused to apply Loper Bright v. Raimondo
(2024), granting unchecked deference to the FAA’s subjective “satisfactory recovery”
standard.

e Mischaracterization of Evidence: She treated a self-disclosed, non-relapse incident
involving alcohol-free beer as proof of unsatisfactory recovery, despite testimony from
both experts that it did not constitute relapse.

These actions undermine confidence in the impartiality of the NTSB’s adjudication process
and risk chilling voluntary participation in FAA safety programs — which is antithetical to
aviation safety.

Pilots for HIMS Reform is a national coalition advocating for fairness, transparency,
and oversight in the FAA’s medical certification process.

Visit us at: https://pilotsforhimsreform.org
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P4HR respectfully requests:
1. Immediate review of Judge Tapia’s handling of SM-30710.
2. Corrective action or reassignment if her conduct is found prejudicial to justice.

3. A commitment to ensuring that future petitioners receive adjudication that is consistent
with the law, evidence, and Supreme Court precedent.

Pilots and controllers must be able to trust that the NTSB is a forum where recovery,
compliance, and due process are respected. This case sends the opposite message.

Respectfully submitted,
Pilots for HIMS Reform (P4HR)

Pilots for HIMS Reform is a national coalition advocating for fairness, transparency,
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