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Ground PROXIMITY WARNING SYSTEM 

• The purpose of this amendment is 
to continue in effect until June 30, 1978, 
the provisions of Special Federal Aviation 
Regulation ( S F A R ) No. 30, issued De­
cember 4, 1975. S F A R No. 30 provides 
that airplanes having a maximum pas­
senger capacity of 30 seats or less, a 
maximum peyload capacity of 7,500 
pounds or less, and a maximum zero 
fuel weight of 35,000 pounds or less may 
be operated under Parts 121,' 123, and 
135 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
without a ground proximity warning sys­
tem or a ground proximity warning-glide 
slope deviation system. S F A R No. 30 was 
adopted to provide this relief on an in­
terim basis pending the determination 
of whether or not new standards should 
be developed for operations conducted 
with those airplanes. • 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA> has announced a Regulatory Re­
view Program in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
<41 F R 38778; September 13, 1976), in­
volving a comprehensive review and up­
grading of Part 135, Including require­
ments applicable to "Commuter Air C a r ­
rier" operations. 

This upgrading will consider the de­
velopment of new standards and rules 
for certain aircraft defined by the Civil 
Aeronautics Board as small aircraft (14 
C F R 298.2), which, if adopted, would be 
more in consonance with the rules of 
Part 121 pertaining to operations of 
large aircraft. This program will not be 
concluded by the December 31,1976, ter­
mination date of S F A R No. 30. 

The F A A received two comments sub­
mitted in response to S F A R No. 30. The 
comments from the National Transpor­
tation Safety Board ( N T S B ) opposed the 
issuance of S F A R No. 30 and recom­
mended that an early compliance date 
be established. The N T S B has advocated 
that ground proximity warning devices 
should be required for use in all commer­
cial passenger flight operations, particu­
larly during nonprecision approaches 
and believes that these systems would re­
duce the number of approach and land­
ing accidents. Jet Fleet Corporation, an 
Air Taxi/Commercial Operator, com­
mented that 19 of their airplanes, which 
meet'the criteria herein, could be oper­

ated safely without the ground proximity 
warning devices and suggested a perma­
nent deletion of the ground proximity 
warning system requirements. Jet Fleet 
Corporation contends that a continuous 
altitude awareness training program is 
effective in preventing unwanted contact 
with the ground. 

The F A A disagrees with the N T S B 
since significant flight characteristic dif­
ferences exist between' large and small 
airplanes, in that larger airplanes gener­
ally experience a higher sink rate and 
longer recovery time and are less respon­
sive to power and confrol pressures, than 
smaller airplanes. 

Further study is therefore considered 
necessary to determine whether these op­
erational differences warrant major reg­
ulatory changes. Accordingly, to discuss 
this matter, a Regulatory Review Con­
ference was held at the Stouffer's Den­
ver Inn, Denver, Colorado during the 
week of November 8 through 12, 1976, 
to accommodate public input regarding 
FAA-developed proposals for amend­
ments to Part 135. 

If S F A R No. 30 were to expire prior 
to the completion of the rulemaking ac­
tions generated by the Fart 135 Regu­
latory Review Program, an undue finan­
cial burden could be placed on certain 
operators of airplanes meeting the cri­
teria specified herein.. Therefore, the 
F A A believes that it is not in the public 
interest to require the instaBfttion of a 
ground proximity warning system in the 
subject airplanes pending a (Jetermma-
tion of whether or not new standards 
should be developed for operation of such 
airplanes. 

The extension of S F A R No. 30 to June 
30, 1978, should provide both industry 
and the F A A sufficient time to determine 
what regulatory changes are necessary. 

Since this amendment continues in ef­
fect the provisions of a currently effec­
tive Special Federal Aviation Regulation 
and imposes no additional burden on any 
person, I find that notice and public pro­
cedure hereon are unnecessary. 

This amendment to Special Federal 
Aviation Regulation No. 30 is Issued un­
der the authority of sections 313(a), 601 
and 604 of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S .C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1424), 
and section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S .C. 1655(c)). 

In consideration of the foregoing, Spe­
cial Federal Aviation Regulation No. 30 
is amended, effective January 1, 1977, by 
deleting the words "December 31, 1976" 
and inserting the words "June 30, 1978" 
in place thereof. 

N O T E : The Federal Aviation Administration 
has determined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring prepara--
tlon on a n Intii Hon Impact Statement under 
Executive Orde? 11821 and O M B Circular A -
107. 

Issued in Washington, D . C . , on N o ­
vember 29, 1976, 

J. W . COCHRAN, 
Acting Administrator. 

(As pub l i shed in t h e F e d e r a l R e g i s t e r F . R . 5 3 3 1 9 / on December 6 , 1 9 7 6 ) 

267*4 


