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Abstract

The continued integration of uncrewed aircraft systems (UAS) to the National Airspace System (NAS) has caused a myriad of challenges for the Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA), UAS manufacturers, and operators. One of these challenges is maintaining the safety of the NAS. To accomplish this critical task, in 2016 the FAA promulgated Part 107
regulations, the rules governing UAS operations. Expanding upon work initially commenced by UAS attorney Jonathan Rupprecht, this study analyzes 78 FAA enforcement action cases

against remote pilots from 2012 — 2020. Forty-four of those cases, with preliminary results, are presented in this poster. The purpose of the study was to determine the frequency of
spectfic regulatory violations, the overall nature of the violations, and identity any emerging trends. Additionally, the researchers sought to evaluate the value contribution ot specific

violations to proposed civil penalties using linear regression analysis. Preliminary results discovered three key violations the FAA frequently prosecuted, with respect to UAS operations:

airspace violations, flying over people, and loss of control. The research team further provides recommendations for additional policymaking to mitigate noncompliance by remote pilots.
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