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0:00 Chair: The Chair now recognizes Mr. Perry, for five minutes.

0:03 Rep. Scott 
Perry

I thank the Chair. Mr. Baker, your testimony raises AOPA’s concerns 
about Santa Clara County’s decision to ban one hundred low lead (100LL)
aviation fuel, and I think – and I’m gonna quote you here by saying, uh 
quote, required by thousands of general aviation aircraft to fly safely, uh, 
and that the decision to ban it is again, quote, simply irresponsible. Now, 
look, if you want to have a private airport and ban airplanes, that’s your 
business, God bless you. But, if we’re going to be federally funding your 
airport, then we ought to have something to say about it, and I find it 
particularly offensive, not only irre - unsafe but irresponsible and 
offensive, that for some insane Green New Deal ideology you’re going to 
ban anything. If, if - you know, if your going to have a federally, partially 
federally funded airport, you’re going provide the fuel necessary. And I 
don’t know if anybody’s familiar with catastrophic engine failure at – in 
flight, but I can guarantee you it is an unpleasant experience. Mr. Baker, 
can you explain the impact on those maybe flying law enforcement 
missions, disaster relief, search and rescue, understanding that we all 
would like to fly something that uses jet-A. That’s awesome. But we’re – 
we’re not all – can’t - we all can’t afford jet-A. Can you explain the 
impact?

1:24 Mark 
Baker 
(AOPA)

Yeah, it’s a huge impact. Thank you for the question. We believe – uh, 
working with the FAA, and trying to enforce the idea that a federally 
obligated airport, required to carry the fuel that allows for the safe 
transportation of all aircraft, not just some of the aircraft. And, we’ve 
already had one misfueling accident, in Santa Clara today. We’ve had 
other misfuelings that have gone on, and they’ve had to refuel or defuel 
the airplane. This ecosystem that goes together with these 5,000 public 
use airports is so important that they all provide the same level of safety 
and fuel for these aircraft. We all believe we can get to this transition by 
2030, but we need to make sure that we don’t have gaps in that system 
in the meantime. That’s one of the things that we’re pushing really hard, 
to make sure that we have a supply of low-lead fuel until there is an 
alternative fuel in place that can support all aircraft, not just some.

2:12 Rep. Perry And the alternative needs to be affordable, right? Not just some alternative
that meets the specific requirement but nobody can afford to use, again to 
go after the insane Green New Deal ideology. Could you provide the 
subcommittee with some details surrounding the accident in question, 
regarding Santa Clara’s ban of 100LL and the misfueling that took place?

2:34 Mark 
Baker

As I understand it the uh – high horsepower – high – 300 horsepower 
engine, uh, got to the airport, needed fuel to get on to the next port, put 
on some fuel, and I don’t know exactly what happened to the detonation 
of that engine, but the engine came apart, uh, shortly after takeoff. 
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2:49 Rep. Perry And, and what resulted at that point?

2:52 Mark 
Baker

Fortunately there was no fatalities, but, certainly, anytime you have an 
aircraft coming out of the space in an urban area, there’s high risk.

2:58 Rep. Perry Yeah, high risk, and I will tell you, the ‘pucker factor’, if you’re sitting in 
the seat, or anywhere in the aircraft – and that’s what we call it when 
we’re in the seat, the pucker factor goes – like you can’t pull a fishing line 
out of your rear end with a tractor, alright? And, uh, and that’s not a 
position to put pilots in for, again, insane Green New Deal woke ideology.
Uh, in the past few committee hearings I’ve raised the issue, and 
unfortunately concerns - these concerns that I’ve had, uh, have become 
reality. Upcom- the upcoming FAA reauthorization bill is something that 
we’re looking forward to, and in your opinion – I know mine but I want to 
hear yours, cuz you’re representing folks that don’t get to sit in these seats 
– what should Congress do to insure these things don’t happen?

3:43 Mark 
Baker

I think there’s two things the Congress can do. One is to make sure that 
we don’t lose availability of 100LL until there is a suitable, affordable 
replacement. The second thing we could do is to try and work with some 
of these STC holders to try and get it to go faster, try and get the fuel in 
these markets faster, to get some learnings done and some 
demonstrations done. I think there should be some money allocated for 
these STC holders to try and get that fuel in the market faster. But in the 
meantime, we cannot allow slippage, in any part of this ecosystem, that 
doesn’t keep 100LL available.

4:13 Rep. Perry So, should there be a penalty of sorts, for airports federally funded that 
decide to ban it?

4:20 Mark 
Baker

That’s correct.

4:21 Rep. Perry There should – you would agree there should be?

4:22 Mark 
Baker

I agree.

4:23 Rep. Perry Alright. Thank you Mr. Chairman, I yield back.

4:26 Chair: Thank you, Mr. Perry.
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