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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
14 CFR Parts 121 and 145

[Docket No. 21269; Amdt. Nos. 131-179 and

" 145-19; Amdt. No. 11]
Operations Review Program

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration [FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule,

- SUMMARY: These amendments to Parts
121 and 145 relieve, clarify, or simplify
requirements applicable ta the
certification and operation of domestic,
flag, and supplemental air carriers and
commercial operators of large aircraft
and to repair stations. They are part of
the Operations Review Program and af®
based on a compilation of proposals
discussed at the Operations Review
Conference. These amendments permit a
fuel jettisoning allowance when .
determining landing weight foran =~

- alternate airport for departure; require
consideration of all passenger cabin
occnpanis when carrying cargo and
gimplify requirements concerning the

_carriage of such cargo; make the
qualifications required of an ‘en route -

.rest period relief pilot commensurate
-with that phase of flight; clarify that
certain emergency . drills can be-
accamplished on approved training

. devices; and set new standards -
regarding recent experience
requirements for pilots. These
amendments further require that public -
address systems be audible in lower
lebe galleys, and that the pilot in -
command ensure that all mechanical

E uregulanues that occur during flight

tine dre entered in the aireraft's
maintenance log 4t the end of that flight
time. They clafify requirements
concerning persons to be certificated as
repairmen, provide uniform standards to
~ whichi test inspection equipment must be

celibrated, and eliminate requirements
concerning fabrication of alloy members’
and components by repair stations.

.EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1, 1982,

FOR FUFITHEFI INFORMATION CONTACT:

Fred Laird, Regulatory Review Branch,.

ASF-410, Safety Regulations Division,
Office of Aviation Safety, Federal .

" Aviation Adniinistration, 800

Independence’Ave,, SW,, Washington,

D.C.20581; Telephone (202) 755-8714.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

History

This amendment is issued as part of
the Operations Review Program. The
" following amenidments have previously
been-issued as part of this program:

GP5 Conrin

Title and Federal Register (FR) Giintip;l _

Amendment No. 1: Clarifying and .. .
Editorial Changes (41 FR 47227
October 28, 1976),

Amendment No. 2: Rotdrcraft Extemal- '
‘Load Operations (42 FR 24196; May

12, 1977, and 42 FR 32531; June 27,

1977). _
Amendment No. 2A: Specla! Federa!

Aviation Regulation No. 36,

Development of Major Repair Daté "

{43 FR 3084; January 23, 1978),

_ Amendment No. 3: Airspace, Air 'Ihaffic. g
and General Operating Rules (44 FR -

15654; March 15, 1979).

Amendment No. 4: Miscellaneous

" Amendments {43 FR 22636; May 25,
1978).

Amendment No. 5: Cert:ﬁcanon and
Operations: Domestic; Flag, and
Supplemental Air Carriers and
Commercial Operators of Large
Aircraft (43 FR 22643, May 25, 1978;-
43 FR 28403, June 29, 1978; and 44 -
FR 25201, April 20, 1879),

Amendment No. 6: General Operatm,g
and Flight Rules and Related
Airworthiness Standards and
Crewmember Training (43 FR 46230'
October 5; 1978). -

Amendment No, 8: Certification and -
Operations: Domestic, Flag, and
Supplemental Air Carriers and
Commercial Operators of Large -
Aircraft; Operation of Scheduled
Alr Carriers'with Helicopters; and
Airworthiness Standards for

Transport Category Airplanes [45 .

FR 41586; June 19, 1980)

Amendment Na. 8: Operations Rewew -
Program: Amendment No, 9 [45 FR
46736; July 10, 1880]

Amendment No, 10: Airworthiness,

' Equipment, and Operating Rules. [44
FR 61323; Qctober 25, 1979).

These amendments are based on
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking No. 81-1

-published in the Federal Register ‘
January 19, 1981 {48 FR 5484), Interested .
_persons have been given an opportumty

to participate in the making of these -

amendments and due consideration has °
been given to-all comments presented; A
. number of changes have been made to
. the proposed rules based on relevant
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. bi;éussion of Comments ,
Propasa!s Which Are Adopted

The following discussions are keyed
* to like-numbered proposals contamed in
Notice No. 81-1:

‘Proposal 11-1. An alternate airport for
‘departure, as provided in § 121.617, is an

" airport to which an airplane may

proceed, in the event of an emergency
occuiring during orshortly after takeoff,
instead of returning to a departure

. airport where the weather conditions
are below the landing minimums in the
‘certificate holder's operations

- spemﬁcatwns for that airport. Fuel
-« jettisoning is allowed in certain

circumstances under §§121.191 and
121.193 in determining the anticipated
weight of an aircraft at the time of
arrival at a departure airport. This
amendment to § 121.197 permits an
allowance to be made for fuel
Jettxsonmg in addition to normat
consumption of fuel and oil when

" determining the anticipated landing
weight of an aircraft at the alternate
“airpart for departure.

. No unfavorable commenis were
received on this proposal and it is
adopted as proposed,

Proposal 11-2. This amendment to
§ 121.285 provides the same level of
safety to flight attendants as is afforded

+ to passengers where the carriage of

cargo in passenger compariments is
~ concerned. This is accomphshed by

" changing the word “passengers” in the

rule to the words “passengers and

' -passenger compartment occupants.” The

amendment further simplifies and -
.clatifies requirements concerning how

: cargo may be carried.

" All commenters support the intent to
protect flight attendanis. However, one
. commenter suggests that the pmposed
- language of § 121.285 (c) and {d) is
confusing, misleading, unnecessarily
restrictive, and cannot be supported. -
The commenter recommends deleting
-- proposed paragraph (d) and provides a

“‘suggested rewrite of paragraph [c] io
" clarify the rule’s intent.

‘In reevaluatmg Proposal 11-2 in hght
‘of the comments, the FAA finds it both
cunfusmg and unnecessary to refer to

*garry-on baggage” incurrent and

comments received and upon further .~ proposed § 121.285. Requirements

consideration by the FAA, Except for

reasons for their adoption-are the same.
as those contained in Notice No. 81-1

'Some comments received made
recommendations for changes which are -

beyond the scope of the notice and -~ -
cannot be considered without further
notice and public consideration. -

' - _concerning carry-on baggage are
these changes, the amendments and+the

covered separately in § 121.589, which
references § 121.285(c) as an acceptable
way to restrain carry-on baggage.

- Purthermore, carry-on baggage is also
considered cargo. This being the case, it
-is unnecessary to make specific

“reference to “carry-on baggage” in

" § 121.285, Accordmgly. §121.285 is
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m’zended to remove any specxfm
reference to carry-on baggage. :

. The amendment further changee .
-§ 121.285(c) to- reflect that cargoe can be
carried aft of any bulkhead or divider in

the passenger compartments whenitis .

restrained to the emerg landing -
load factors in § 25.561{b)(3) and. loaded
in a specific mannet. With this- change in
language, proposed.§ 121.285(d)- ;
" becomes unnecessary and is deleted As
a consequence, Proposal 11-19 which.
would have added a reference to

. §121.285(d) in § 121.589(a}(2), isno

longer necessary-and is withdrawm. .
Proposal 11-7. The propasal to amend

' § 121. 318(b][4] would have provided that’

 there be public address (PA} capability
in all occupiable compartmients of an

. aircraft, including lower lobe galleys

when installed.
"A number of commenters support “the

. FAA proposed change to § 121.318(b)(4}
stating that having an audible PA~ ~
system in every compartment of the |
aircraft will be of great assistance to -

both passengers and ﬂlght attende_mts on.

- board wide-body aircraft in an-
emergency. - ]

© One commenter recommends that the
FAA change' “in each octupiable
compartmem“ in §-12% 318(bl{4} to “each
galley,” since “occupiable .7 -
compariment” might be misconstrued to
include areas such as avionics -
compartments or certain-carge - i
compartments. The commenter states *
that such a change would fulfill the
FAA’s intent by making the PA system
audible in all areas where it needs to be
audible. In Hght of the comments ‘
received, the language of the proposal
has been'changéd and § 121.318 is”
amended to require that the PA system

. be audible at all passenger-seats,
lavatories, and flight attendant seats

“and work stations: This revision will
adeguately ensure that flight attendants

o who'may be inlower lobe galleys

receive information disseminated - -
through the PA system.. - .. . :
- No'unfavorable comments were .
received concerning the proposed - -
compliance time, therefore, a 2-year

comphance time is adopted as proposed..
posal 11-7 also. proposed to amend .

§121. 318[b]{5] That portion of the
proposal is discussed later under
Proposals Determined: to be
Burdensome.. -

. Propesal 11-15. Thls amendment to
"§ 121.417(c) larifies the intent of the

rule by allo“wmg trmmng “for each type '

aircraft” rather than “on each type

aircraft.” Section 121.417(c} presefitly

requires that each flight crewmember
. perform certain emergency. drills and
operate certain equipment during initial
‘ ‘-_trammg and once each 2% calendar o

) months dung recwrrent tra;mng

each type aircraft’ in which he or she is
1o serve.. Ho_wever, as indicated by. .
reference to. devices in -

§121. 417(c){8){vii}, the intent of. tlns rule
is that.initial and recurrent training can.

- be accomplished in either an airplane or

in a training device approved under the
training program reqmrements of

§ 121407,

All dommenters concur in  fhie ™ o
proposal and the change to § 1.2'1 417 is.
adopted as proposed.

Proposal 11-16. This amendment to
§ 121.439 relaxes requirements -
concernmg pilot qualification and recent
experience. The change allows a pilot
who reestablishes recency of experience
in an advanced simlator to forego the ~
present requuement of performing.
additional landings in the aircraft. The
amendment further provides that when'
a simulator is used fo meet recency of
experience requirements, eéach required
flight crewmember position must be -
occupied by a qualified person and the

simulator inust be operated as ifina
normal in-flight enrvironment without
benefit of the.slew or freeze features

One commenter objects to four. -

specifics of the amendment to §121.439: -
First, the commenter objects, on grounds

of ﬂxght safety, to the importance of the
V, engine cut as & required maneuver
when the airplane must be used for
reestabhshmg recency of experience.

The maneuver, it states, is not necessary"

to enaure requalification proficiency in -
the context'of § 121.439. The commenter
states that recurrent training/
proficiency checking requirements in
Part 121 are adequate to ensure
proficiency of this asymmetric thrust
maneuver. The engine cut at' V, is

necessary and important. The maneuver -

is‘'one of the most critical that a pilet

- can be called upon fo ‘make. A slow or -
incorrect response to a failed engine ean -

result in loss df-ai_rcraft and life.” - .

- Performing an engine cuf at V,ig"-

necessary to assure that a pilot who has
gone 90 days or more’ without
demonstrating proficiency is capable of -
conductmg safe operatons under Part
121.-

third landing (and takeoff} when the
requirement-of § 121.439(b}(2} is .
satisfied-in a visual simulator not
approved for the takeoff and landing:
maneuvers. Adding a third landing,

argues this. commenter, will only result

in a nonproductive waste of check

airman time, The FAA has reviewed the .

proposal ir light of this comment and

has determined that a satisfactory level :

of pilot proficiency is attained by

_retaining the present reqmrement for k; o

Second, the commenter objects te the
"~ addition in proposed § 121.439(c} of a

two I&ndmgs in; the au'plan.e A c.heck
airman is able to ensure that a pilotis
proficient by observing the pilot perform
two landings in the airplane. In light of -
this fact, and in keeping with-the spirit -

of Executive Order 12291, which states:
that regulatory action shail not be taken .
unless the potential benefits outweigh

- the potential costs to society, the FAA ..

has determined that visual simulator
training, followed by two landings in. the_
airplane, is sufficient to ensure. - - .
sdatisfactory pilot proficiency. It must. be
noted that under § 121.439(d} a check -
airmar retaing respnnmbzhty and R
authority to.require that a pilot perform
additienal maneuvers in the airplane -
when the check airman- deems it
necessary. The NTSB, in its comment, .
also supports the proposed addition of a-
third landing because it responds to. e
Safety Board Recommendation No. A~ .
74-104 which recommended that- ..
recency of pxlot experience_ reqmrements :

" be made more stringent. However, the ..

FAA has already. responded tothe
NTSB recommendation in Amendment .
No. 121-144-(43 FR 22648; May 25,1978) -
which estabhshed stricter requuements
for recency of experience’ than hati
existed previously.

Third, the commenier ab;ec:ts to ﬂ:xe

. requirement in § 121, 43a(d) that each

crewmember position must be occupmd
by an appropriately qualified person
when requalification training for one
pilot is conducted, The commenter -
contends that this would necessitate’
‘wasteful use of personnel. A check..
airman utlhmng a modern digital
simulator, it is asserted, can .
satisfactarily operate one of the pxlot L
positions and the flight engineer . . ..
position. Crew goordinationis an. .
integral part of the.safe operation of an. .

' aircraft. A pilot must coordinate hig
duties with those of the other. requned
: crewmembers, especmlly during:

an . -
emergency For this reason, § 121.439[d1
requires that each crewmember posmon
be occupied by an appropriately . .
qualified persen when requahﬁcatmn :
training for one pilot is conducted. . =~

~ Fourth, the commenter cbjects thatthe
amendment to § 121.439(d), resuic’ang
use of the simulator's “slew or freeze”

_features, is wasteful- oo‘.' simulatorand

crewmember time, time which can be -
-used for more productive trammg
purposes, An integral part of regaining -
Currency in the operation of an aircraft
is conducting configuration changes and
checklist completion. A pilot must” -
regain the feel of the aircraft as flaps .
and gear are positioned. The pilot. must
also become reaceustomed tothe
routine of cheeklist completion. When, .
for example, the stmulator is acaeierated
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r “slewed” to a final apprasch position
and then stopped or “frozen,” the pdot
completes his or her respon51b111t1es in -

-.an-unrealistic time frame. The pilot is -
then not chalenged to pace checklist
and configuratlon changes asif - -

: operatmg in'a'normal in-flight -
. environment, As a result, valuable

‘ trammg objectives are not met, and the

pllot is prevented from being thoroughly
. tralned to operate the aircraft. Section
- 121439 is, therefore, amended-to require

that the'simulator must be operated as if .

Cina normal in-flight environment;

without usé of the reposxtmnmg feahu:es j

of the simulator.

Proposal 11-17. This amendment to -

-§ 121,543 allows the assigned pilot-in

comimand to be relieved for a rest period” .
- during the én route cruise portion of a
- flight by d pilot whio is currently '

- qualified as a sécond in’ command and is”

- also-qualified as pilot in command of the
adireraft during the en route cruise'phase.’

In addition, this relief pilot must hold an -

‘airline transport pilot certificate and-an’
"appropnate type ratmg, as is currently
reguifed: -~

’ Operatmns Review Pfogram .

. Amendment No. 5 (43 FR 22643; May 25,
.. .1978) provided procedures which allow
- an assigned pilot in command to leave-

- . that pilot's'assigned duty’ station fora

" restperiod if relieved by a pilot
- qualified-to act as pilot in command -
who holds an airline- transport pilot
- -certificdte’ and- appropriate type rating.”

However, since:this-ainehdment became '

effective;’ exemptions have been issued -
which allowthe’ pilotin command to be
relieved, under certain conditions, by a
-, pilot who is fully qualified as a second
. in command ‘and fully qualified as'a
: p1lot in command during the en route -
cruise portlon of the flight. {Siich an: - -

’ mdwldual is currently qualified to serve .

" ag pilot in command except that he has

..not met the 6-month tectirrent fHight
trammg reqmred by §121.433(c)(1)(iii),
the operating experience required by
'§121:434, ‘the takeoffs and landings .-
reqiired by §121:439, the line’ check
‘Tequired:by §121.440, and the 6-month

- - proficiency check or similator training

" required by § 121.441(a)(1).) The - -

- granting of 'hu_c’h--ekemptions does not
adversely affect safety since the. -
airplane is-operated at all titties- dunng
the en route phase by a'pilot who is fully -

“qualified for that phase of flight. This
ameridment to § 121.543 eliminates the
need for any further exemptions of this .
type, thereby réducing the paperwork -

. burden on-the'public and thé FAA, dnd "

satisfying the intent of Executive.Order

12291, No eommenters oppose this -
B amendment and 1tls adoptedas S
- proposed

-Proposal 11-18. 'I‘his a\n-tendment to.
§ 121.563 requires that the pilet in -
‘command ensure:that all mechanical -
. irregularities occurring during flight- time

- are entered:in the maintenance log of

- the airplane. In revising §121.563, in

Operations Review Amendment No; 8, -

{45‘FR 41586; Tune 19, 1980), the word -
“time"” was inadvertently omitted from

pilot in command was only required to.
enter in the aircraft maintenance log
mechanical irregularities occurring .

" the first sentence of that rule, so that the -

du.rmg flight, Section 1.1 defines*“fhght !

-time" as the time from-the. ‘moment the-
aircraft first oves under its.own power
for the purpose of flight until the - :
moment it comes to rest at the next -
point of iandlng ("block-to-block" tlme].
while “flight” is defined in §121.703 as -

- being only the period from the moment
the aircraft leaves the surface of the:
earth on takeoff until it touches down on

- phrase “derived from” is substituted for

.case, lt has been longstandmg FAA

policy that only a-standard-derived ] m .'
the National Bureau.of Standards is:
required and such is the intent of thi
rule change. To clafify this intent, the "

the word “of” int the second sentence of - -
proposed § 145.47(b) so thatinspection -
and test equipment must be calibrated -
“to a standard derived from the . .

_ National Bureau of Standards.”

One commenter- oh]ects to the
proposal stating it would not allow . :
repair stations.or air. carrlers to contract__ :

‘the calibration of inspection and'test -,

eguipment and, therefore, compliance .

© would'be 1mpractlcaGContractmg the

" landing: Since the FAA i in Opera*uons e

Review Amendment No. 8 never
intended to change the period over °

which mechanical irregularitiés must be |

reported, this amendment corrects the
mistake. Addmonally, the phrasé “next’
‘place of landing” at the end of the first
.sentence.of § 121.563 is changed to “end "
of that fhght time” so that the pilot in
command is Tequired to ensure that all
mechanical irregularities are logged at .
the end of fhght time, This change is
clanfymg in nature and helps achieve

" consistency s with the term “flight time"

which appears earher in the” revxsed .
sentence. ‘ N
All comments support thrs change to.
.§ 121,563, and the amendment is. .
adopted as proposed. .. . - .
" Proposal 11-24. This. amendment to _
§ 145.41 clarifies that an applicant for a-
domestic repair staton certificate-and .
rating, or.for an additional rating, must
récommend at. least one personfor
certification as a repairman and. cerhfy
_ to the Administrator that the. person. -
recomiended meets the- requlrements of
§ 65:101 and that he-or she is able'to
perform and supervise-the assigned -
- work.No adverse cominents were -
_received in response to'this proposal. -

Accordmgly. the amendment Ho., § 145.41

“is adopted as proposed. .
Proposal 1125, This amendment to:
§ 145.47 identifies uniform standards to
which test and inspaction:equipment
must be calibrated. The amendment .
further retaisis an existing provision that
such equipment be tested at regular
intervals,. .. .~
Several oommenters state the behef
that requiring “calibration'to a :

' standarad: of the National Bureau of

Standards” megans that only a'Bureau
standard can be used. Such is not the -

L calibration of precision test and
" inspection’ equ1pment isa longstandmg

industry practice and is norma].ly
approved hy the FAA in repair station

-and air catrier manuals. The proh1b1t1on.

of such contracting is notiintended.
Therefore, the rule language is c]arlﬁed
to. reﬂeot that the repair station need
only ensure the testing of such
equ1pment., T

Another commenter states that .
requiring cal1brat10n at “regular. .

* intervals” is too vague. Alspecific.

interval for calibration is approved by
the FAA'in the repau‘ statlon orair
carrier manual. To require-that
equlpment be tested “at. regular
intervals” provides the flexibility-
needed to make the calibration period .
appropriate to both the eqmpment
involved and the air carrier or repair
stat:lon s needs. Furthermore, the term
“at regular intervals” is currently . .
contained in §145.47 and has not ., . -
presented an interpretation. problem.
One commenter objects to the

~ ‘proposal on the grounds that ifa U. s,

domestic repair station were using -
foreign‘equipment, it appears that the-
standard of the foreign country must be .
" used. The FAA, however, intends that a-
U.S. domestic repair station using
foreign equipment could use a standérd

" derived from the National Bureau of -

Standards or the standard of the country-

of manufacture if such a standard is .

approved-by the Administrator. The

amendment; as. adopted reﬂects thxs " N

intent, - : :
Proposal 11-23 This amendment to :

Appendix A of Part 145 eliminates the: -

current requlrement in paragraph (a){3}

" that repair stations matst be able to. -

fabricate alloy members and

components, This amendment also ~
relaxes certain requirements of = -
paragraphs (b){l](l] and (iii) by
providing that repair stations need not’

“have the equipment and matérial on the :
" premises for performing the job

functlons of replamng valve gu1dea and '
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. seats, precision dnlimg, tappm,g. boring, .

milling, and cutting if they contract that
particular type of work to an outside -
agency having such equipment and.
material. No adverse comments were
received in response-to the proposal, . .
- Accordingly, this change to' Appendix A

of Part 145 is.adopted as proposed. - . ..

Proposals Determmea' To Be .
Burdensome -

On February 17, 1981, the President

- issued Executive Order 12291 on

“Federal Regulations” {46 FR 13193;

February 19, 1981). Section 2 of the

. Executive Order specifies five general -
requirements for rulemaking conducted
by the Federal Government, - .
requirements which will guide FAA
rulemaking activity over the coming. -
years. Executive Order 12291 states that
regulatory action: (1} Must be based on
adequafe mformatmn on the need for
and consequence. of proposed
government action, (2) shali not be
undertaken unless the potential beneﬁts
to society for the regulation outweigh
the potential cost to society, (3)- must

-have objectives that maximize these’
benefits, (4) shall consider all
alternative apfproaches, and (5) shall

" consider regulatory prigrities, taking: -

into account the condition of the

particular industries affected by -

regulations and the condition of the

national economy. What follows isa

" . discussion of proposals for which.the . .

~anticipated costs to society for the
regulation outweigh the anticipated

. ‘benefits and which are; therefore,

removed from consideration. Removing

these proposals from consideration is

- not inconsistert with the Federal

. Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. -

Proposdls 11-5, 11-8, 11-9; and 11-21.

These proposals to amend §§ 121.305,
121.323, 121.325, and 135.149, would have~
required the use of an altimeter that
meets the performance and '
_environmental standards of the
applieable technical standard order.or
the equivalent for airplanes eperating
under Parts 121 and 135. All commenters
oppose this change in the use of three-
pointer altimeters. These commenters
object that evidence relied: upon by:the
FAA to support the change is nutdated
and does not take into account the

. improvements-which enhance altitude

- awareness, such as ground proximity-

"warning systems altitude alert systems,
transponders, altitude reporting

- capability, and radio altimeters with an
alert feature, One commenter estimates
the total cost to replace the three-pomter
aliimeters in it aircraft to'be $11 -

- million. Another commenter states that :

- - FAAdost estimates are hot accurate and -
- de not; appear to melude the gost.of ..

standby alhmeters-as we}] as spa_res and
test eguipment..One commenter states
that if-the preposal were adopted, 534 .
air-carrier aircraft would be affected at
an estimated cost of $30 million, This -
commenter points.out that thereis a -
relatively small number of altimeter
manufacturers and that if all three-. -
. pointer aItlmeters were required-io be ",

repiaced in less than a 3-year permd the

demand upon these manufacturers .
would be overwhelming. .. ‘

The FAA has received the cummenis
on proposals 11-5, 11-8, 11-9, and 11-21.
That review has revealed that the
problem of misreading aitimeters is not
limited to three-pointer altimeters and -
that replacement altimeters may pose a
similar problem. Therefore; the FAA~
finds that the proposed rulé change
would not eliminate the problem.
Additionally, the potential benefits to
society whick would result from

. adopting these proposed amendments

do not outweigh the potential costs'to
society. Accordingly, the proposals to
-amend §§121.305, 121.323, 121.325, and
135.149-are removed from consideration -
to permit further research in defining the

. <proper action to alleviate misreading

alt:meters

Proposal 11-6. This proposal to amend
$§ 121.309 would have increased the -
number of portable battery-powered
megaphones required on passenger-
carrying airplanes with a seating
capacity of more than 199 passengers
from two to three. The present rule
requires one megaphone for airplanes
‘with a gseating capacity of 60-09 i
passengers and two for au'p]anes with a
geating capacity of more than 99
passengers. A third, mid-fuselage .
megaphone was proposed for airplanes
‘with a seating capacity of more than 199
passengers o that emergency
information transmitted by megaphone
might be more audible to passengers
seated in the middle of the fuselage.

- This proposal would further have

revised § 121.309(f) (1) and (2] to require
megaphones 10 be readily accessible
from required flight attendant seats.

Several commenters support the -
FAA’s proposed revision of § 121.309
stating that the third megaphone would
prove very advantageous inan :
‘emergency situation. Several such.
commenters emphasize their support for
the proposed revised wording of
§ 121.309(f) {1) and (2} for the reasons
cited in Notice 81-1. .

One commenter opposes adoptlon of
the proposal stating that in an

" emergency the flight:attendant’ s hands

are otherwise occupled with.opening
exits-and directing passengers o and =
thmugh these exits, The comn;.enter 2

further states that it is not necessary

‘that megaphones be accessible to eeated
. flight-attendants-since the megaphones

are not nsed until after the evacuation,:
and-that the clear and unaugmented
voice command has, proven very
effective in emergency evacunation -

" sgituations: The commenter. believes ﬂlet
it is reasonable to have one-or twe .
‘megaphones on board the aircraft. which

can be retrieved foruse on the ground; if -
time permits and no fire exists, and that.’

_the locatien and storage of- ‘megaphones

should be dictated by their normal use.

Storage, states the commenter,- shouid

be near the fore and aft exits, and if -
only one megaphone is aboard, it shcmld
be lécated:in the forward part.of the -
cabin so that the cockpit crew may have
access to-it, Finally, the.commenter - .
states thatif the rule is adopted as .~
prbposéd & detrease in safety eouId '
result since it would be difficult to
develop a safe instaltation for a- bulky
jtem such as & megaphane. at flight
atiendant seats——partxcularly at the. -
forward bulkhead. The commenter © ..
further states that theft of the units W{lﬂ
become a problem if they are stcwed in
an obvious location. - -
Upon further review, the FAA has
determined that to requn'e an addlﬁonal
megaphone or to réquire that - :

- megaphones be readily. accessxbie ﬁ‘om ‘

required flight attendant seats, would_:_ ‘
not provide a higher level of safety in n
operations under Part 121 The: safety, :
benefits to be gained by such . L
requirements would not outweigh the. -
potential cost to society. Accordmgly.,_ e
the proposal to amend §121.3094s
removed from consideration. -

‘Proposal 11-7. Proposed LT
§ 121.318{b)(5). would have reqmred

- power to be supplied to the PA system - '

from a pewer source mdependen”t‘ of the. o
main eléctiical generatinig system: -'
A number of commenters support:

- adoption of §:121.518(b)(5) becatise they.F e
believe that the capablhty to use:the PA-

system during emergencies, when the . .
main gircraft power may be mterrupted.'
is vital for initiating and d.u'ectmg ot
emergency evacuations, and for.
providing preimpact insiructions to
passengers. One commenter points orut

-that situations hiave occurred-where. .

flight attendants have had to use.. -
megaphbones to'prepare passengers for IR
evacuatfons because the PA: system was

- notfunctoning. -

‘One commenter oppeses: edoptmn of
- proposed §121.318(b}(5) labeling the -

+ proposal asbeing vague and amb:guaus; S
- This commenter argues that the. - ~

regulation would require the. PA- system T
to be capable of aperation from.a power
source mdependem of the mairr -, o
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. electncal generatmg system without
“jeopardizing the in-flight emergency
: electrmal power system; but that heither
“main-electrical generating system"” nor
" *in- ﬂ1ght emetgency electrical power:
gystem” are defined. The commienter -
“further objects that the propoSal could -
result in a substantial economic burden.
" Its estimate exceeds $100,000 to mstall a
. separate battery for the PA systems in

its fleet of airplanes. -

The FAA has reviewed the proposed
requirement that PA systems be capable
. of operation from a power source -

_independent of the main electrical - -
.generating system and has determinad

that the cost of compliance with such a-.

- rule would outweigh any identifiable
: '_;'safety benefits. In light of the comments
and in keeping with Executive Order
12291, the proposal to amend .
§ 121.318(b)(5) is removed from
' consideration. However, 1mp1ementmg
" this proposal for new aircraft designs.
“will:be considered in the future.
Proposal 11-11. This proposal would
- ‘have amended §121.333[f] to require

“that denionstration oxygen masks be -

.identical in appearance to those used -
aboard the airplane. It would-also have

. provided specific requirements
regarding the demons{ration of proper
donning of such’ masks. The proposal
further would have replaced the phrase

“cabin attendant” with the phrase

_ “flight attendant” in § 121.333(d} and
[e)3).:

A number of commenters concur in.
the suggested revision to § 121.333.

" Thesé commentiers contend: that gurrent
-announcertents on the use of oxygen do
not always include complete. .

3 mformat:lon, and demonstration .

B ec;ulpment is not slways sumlar to .
actual systems installed on the aircraft.

: The commenters state that this situation

" 'can contribute to confusmn andimisuse

- of equipment during a deoompresslon,
" wheén immediate and proper life-

sustaining equipment usé is vital. In this .

‘connection, the NTSB emphamzea that

to prevent confusion among passengers,
it is particularly important that the .
demonstrahon masks be identical in
external appearance to. those used
aboard the airplane... '

~One commenter objects to the- _

_ requirement that demonstration masks .
be identical to'those uséd aboard the

. aireraft, This commenter asserts that .

mock demonstration magks, costing one- -

third the price of standard masks, are'
sufficient in that they ate designed to .
. logk:realistic, can be-sanitized very
easily, and:do not require perrodm
. -overhanl/testing as do standard
operational masks; . .
-.'The FAA is.unaware:of. eny reports of
“.-pansenger injuries which have occurred:

‘asa fesnlt-of,-impmper,briefing'on'the, '

use of .oxygen equipment or because the
demonstration masks were not identical
to those used aboard the airplane.

‘Additionally, the FAA has determined
. that the econemic burden to be imposed

on.society by requiring that -. .

demonstration masks be identical to

those used aboard the airplane
outweighs.any additional safety benefit
to be-gained by adoption of this -
requirement. Also, the phrase “cabin -

attendant” in §121.333 (d}and (6)(3)

clearly conveys who is-encompassed by
the rule and there is no-need to changé
the wording. Furthermore, current

.requirements provide for adequate

instruction of passengers on the proper

" donning of oxygen masks, Therefore, in

light of the-comments received-and
‘guidelines of Executive Order 12281, the
proposal to amend §121.333 is removed
from consideration. . )
~ Proposals 11-20 and 11-22, These
proposais would have amended ‘
§8§ 121.703 and 135.415 to require each
cert1f1c:ate holder to report the
occurrence or detection of each fallure.
malfunctmn, or defect concerning: .

(1} Doors and exits designated as
emergency.exits; including automatic or
maznual opéerating systems and
components.

{2) Emergency escape slides and _
components and systems or hardware
for manual or aytomatic deployment.

“and

(3y Galley or passenger service
equipment and crewmember or -
‘passenger accommodations which eould
result in injury to a crewmember or

passenger, restrict the emergency egress :

of either, or adversely affect the
airworthiness of the aircraft.

Several commenters: support the
FAA's proposed changes to '§§ 121.703
and 135.415, stating that accurate
teporting of problems in the cabin
- environment will help ensure the safety
~ of passengers and crewembers, One
"commenter states that RAumerous-
instances of inoperative or ~
malfunctioning equipment not

* previously required to be reported and

repairéd have fesulted in aircraft
continuing to operate in a condition
adverse to the safety of its occupants.

One commenter objects to the ™ -
proposal on the grounds that the- -
maintenance reliability reports currently
required by § 121,703 are more than
adequate in assunng marntenance of the
airplane.

The'FAA has reconmdered the.
-proposal in light of the comments and -
-has.determined that the maintenance -
reliability reports cuirently reqiired aie

requirements would place an economic. -

burden on society without yieldinga’ -
corfesponding increase in benefits, - -
thereby viclating the intent of Exegutive:
Order 12291. Accordingly, the proposals

- to amend §§ 121,703 and*135.415 are

removed from consideration.

Proposal 11-23. This proposal would
have amended § 145.11 to require that’
an application for a repair station

-certificate and rating, or for an

additional ratmg. be submitted with

duplicate copies of a list by type, make.. '

or model, as appropnate -of the
ajrframe, aircraft engine, propeller, °

appliance, or part thereof, for which the '

applicant seeks approval,
-One comment was Teceived in
résponse to the proposal. It states that -

- including the. term “appliance” would

cause an’ extraordmary amount of work

‘on the’ ‘part of the repair station.

Upon reconsideration, the FAA has .

l'detemuned that the information sought
. by this proposal is, in practme. already

part of applications for repair station
certificates and ratings. Under the
current rule, the. Administrator may
prescribe that such information be
provided and the applicant is often .

‘required to do so. Therefore, it is not

necessary to amend § 145.11 to ,
specifically require the additional
information-and the proposal is removed

from consideration.

Proposal 11-27, This proposal would
have amended § 147.35 to require that -
each transcript issued to a student who
graduates from an aviation maintenance
technician school or who leaves before
graduzation contain the hours spent In
each subject-of-instruction, All :

" commenters oppose this change: chreﬂy

on the grounds that a costly and
burdensome change in a schacl's
computer system would be necessary to

~ change the format of a-school's

transcript to comply with the-proposal.
Upon reconsideration the FAA has *

determined that the proposal would not
be beneficial since it would only be of
use toa small number of students '
desiring to transfer partial credit for - -
uncompleted edurses to-ancther school,
Accordmgly. the proposal to6 amend

§ 147.35 is removed from conslderatlon

Proposals Hand]ed By Sepamte
Rulemaking . .

" Proposal 11-3 would amend § 121 291
to allow a Part 121 certificate holder to

- use the results’ of a giiccessful full-scale -

emergency evacuation demonstration
conducted by d'manufacturér-under Part
25, or by another Part 121 certificate. .

“holder; rather than conduct its own full-

adequate in assuring maintenance of the + scale emergency evacuation’

airplane and that add1t1onal reporting -

S A

demonsn‘aﬁon prowded certain



: reaer'al-negist_er;/f Vol 47, No. 148 / Monday,‘;sAugust 2, 1982 [ Rules: and

Regulations 33389

addltmnal condmons are met. The
proposal would also clanfy g
requirements concerning successful-
-demonstration of ditching procedures for
_those certificate holders who are -
operating a type and model of aircraft
for which successful ditching.procedures
previously have been conducted by .
.other certificate holders. Additionally,
'the proposal would provide for the -
inflation of one life raft to provide a
sufficient test of safety procedures.
.Proposal 11-14 would amend § 121.391
to allow an aircraft operator to reduce
. the passenger-carrying capacity of its
aircraft in specified situations by
blocking passenger seats, thereby .
.redueing the number of flight attendants
required to be aboard the aircraft. .
The FAA processed Proposal 11-3 (46
FR 61450; December 17, 1981) and
Proposal 11-14 (48 FR 61489; December
17, 1981) sepérately from the others -
contained in Notice No. 81-1 due to the.
pubhc interest they generated.
. Proposal 1113 concerning erasure of
cockpit voice recorder information, was
. substantially modified. in light of
comments received, thus placing it
beyond the scope of the original notice.
‘This modified proposal will be .
published for public comment ina future
rulemaking action, . .

Other Pmposa!sr Withdrawn .

Proposal 13-4, This proposal would
have revised the applicability statement
of § 121.301 to prescribe instrument and
equipment requirements for operators
and persons on board the airplane, as
well as for certificate holders.

- Orie comment was received and it
wags in support of the proposal. However
upon further review the FAA has
_ determined that the wording of current
§ 121.301 is correct especially when this
subpart is considered inthe larger
context of Part 121. The riles ¢ontained
in the other subparts of Part121 do not -
. apply to operators and persons on board

the airplane. Therefore, it is

inappropriate and inconsistent to place
- requirements_for instruments and
equipment on such persons. -

Proposal 11-10. This proposal would
. have inserted commas before and after
-the phrase “and must be provided for
_other crewmembers” in § 121.329(b)(1)
so_that the rule would read: At cabin

pressure altitudes above 10,000 feet, up -

to and including 12,000 feet, oxygen . .
must be provided for and used by each.
flight crewmember on flight deck duty,
-and must be provided forother - - -
crewmembers for that part of the fhght g
at those altitudes that is'of more than30.
‘minutes duration.” The preposal was. . -

.. .. intended to clarify thatihe part of the .
. rule which stipulates ““for that part of ;

the ﬂlght at those- altltudes that is: of

more than 30 mimutes duration” apphes ‘

to the flightcrewson flight- deck:dity as’
well.as to other.crewmembers; :

" Two comments were received, both of
which- support the proposal. However,
the FAA, upon further study, has-
determined that current § 121,328 is™

. clear and requires no further change.

Accordmgly. the proposal to amend

. §121.329 is removed from censideration,

Proposal 11-12, This proposal would
have amended § 121:351, dealing with
extended overwater c-peraaltlr:nnsl o
clarify the fact that two independent
radio communication systems are -
required by the rule. The clarification
would have been accomplished through
the following language: ""No person may
conduct extended overwater operations-
unless. the airplane is equipped with -

" equipment necessary to comply with

§ 121.349 and an additional and - -
independent radio system that comphes
with § 121.351(a)(1}."

One comment was received in

response to the proposal and it supports

the suggested change: However, upon
further consideration, the FAA has
determined that the proposed clarifying
language is unnecessary. The current -~
rule indicates clearly the need for two’
independent radio systems. Accordmgly,
the proposal to amend § 121 351 is. =
withdrawn.

Proposal 11-19. This proposal to
amend § 121.589(a)(2}, which would
have added a reference to new
paragraph (d) of § 121.285, is
unnecessary because § 121.285; as

adopted, does not include paragraph (d).

Two comments were received in

- response to the proposal, both of which

Es

incorporate by reference the remarks
made by the same commenters
regarding Proposal 11-2 to amend ™
§ 121.285. These remarks and & ’
discussion of the reason for
_ withdrawing paragraph (d) are -
addressed in the dlscusswn of Proposal
11~2.
Regulatory Evaluation o
The following discussion rejates to
those rule changes Wthh are being

adopted: e
Proposa] 11-1 Fuel Jettisoning, This

: rule change provides operational

flexibility to operators by allowing -
jettisoning of fuel in calculating. -
anticipated weight at the time-of arrival
at-alternate-airports. The rule is

- permissive and adds no new -

‘requirement. Thus, thete is no cost. The
-rule allows d1spatehmg ﬂexlbﬂlty and is -

beneficial.- :
_Proposal 11—2—B.9 inition.of
Passenger Cabin Occupants: This rule-_ :

ieb'sf'Si'niﬁli‘fieatiori'bf an

Praposaf 11~ --—Pubiza Address _
System This rule thange requires that -

' transmission from the PA system be -
audible at all passénger seats, e
lavatones. and flight attendant seats -
and worl st”atlons. “There should be nio
additional cost. associated with the rule
.change: gwen-the ‘¢omment by a major:.
industry association that fost anrplanes
operated under Part 121 already. cﬂmply. ‘
Thie proposal to tequire-that the publm
address system be capable of operation
from a power source independent of the

. main electncal generatmg system xs not :

adopted

. Praposal 11—15—~Crewmember- .
Emergency. Training. This rale: change is
a clarification of an existing rule which .
allows use of training devices to: perform
certain emergency drills. for inftal and;:-
recurrent training of crewmembers. The
rule has only heneﬁts and presents no
costs.

Pz’oposa! 11—16——P1]ot Quabﬁcatzon.
Recent Experience. Thistule change
“basically reheves and clarifies -
requirements regarding su:nulator
- training and recency of experience, .- .-

First; this rule applies chiefly when a
pilot has not made.at least three. - B
takeoffs and landings in an- alrcraft type o
within the. precedmg 90 days “The-.
training set forth'in ‘this-fule s’ rarely S
required since it is usually triggered. bya
lengthy illness on the part.of a pilot; &.
long work stoppage, or return from :
furlough

" Presently, when a: elmulator is used te o

establish recency of experiende, there is "
a requlrement ‘that‘the pilot-perform tWo
landings in line operations observed by :
a check airman. This fequitementis. _
" eliminated in the amended rule when ‘an
advanced simulator is used. Therefore; -
" the rule changeis relaxatory (Howeter, .
when'a visual mmu]ator istused't .
establish recency of experience, ‘two .
landings in line operations observed by G
a check aifman are still reqmred] .
The rule réquires that whena ™~
_simulator is used to establish receng; -of
‘expetience, there mast bean . . :
appropriately qualified 1nd.1v1dual at-.:
each crew position, While the current.

- rule is'silent on ‘this’ ‘point, most’ tralmng

operations today include this 1mportant -

* element of crew- coordination fraining; .

Therefore, there should be o add1t10nal
cost associated with: comphance w1th
thls rule change, ~ L
Proposal 11—17—-Flngt_(‘rewmember L
at Controls. Thisis.a rehevmg rule :
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Proposaf 11—24—Recommendatmn of
Persons for Cert:ﬁcat.zon as Repairmen,
" This amendment is a clarification of
" existing regulation and adds no new
requirements.

" Proposal 11-25—Testing Standards.
This amendment ‘clarifies standards to
which test arid inspecticn equipment

- must be calibrated. The clarification
. ‘gliminates the need for mterpretmg the
.rule in this regard and keeps repair
stahons from settxng their own
potentially spurious standards.

Proposal 11-26—Repair Station
Requirements. This change relieves
requirements concerning the equipment

and material needed by repalr statmns .

List of Subjects
14 CFR Part 121

Air carriers, Aircraft, Aumen, '
Av1atxon sa.fety, Charter fhghts

14 CFR Part 5.

' A.lrcraft ' .

AdOptlon of the Ameudments
Accordingly, Parts 121 ‘and 145 of the

Federal Aviation Reégulations (14 CFR' -

- Parts 121 and 145) are amended as
follows. effective October1,1982:

o -PAFIT 121-—-CERTIFICATION AND .
OPERATIONS: DOMESTIC, FLAG, AND

'SUPPLEMENTAL AIR CARRIERS AND
COMMERCIAL OPERATORS OF
LARGE AIRCRAFT

1. By revising § 121197 by addinga
sentence at the end to.read as follows:

-+ § 121,197 . “Transport category airplanes:
. Turbine engine powered: Landing .
-limitations: Alternate airports, -
* ok * * - *
* * *In the case of an alternate
airport for departure, as provided in
§ 121.617, allowance may be made for

" . fuel jettisoning in addition to normal

¢onsumption of fuel and ofl when
determining the weight anticipated at
the time of arrival, -

~ 2. By revising § 121.285 (b] and (c) to
read as follows .

. _§ 121.285 Carrlage of cargo in passenger
compartments.

L L¢ L% * *

.(b) Cargo may be carried anywhere in

- - the pasgsenger compartment ifitis
‘carried in an d@pproved cargo bin that
"'meets the following requirements:

T e S T

(c) Cargo may be carried aft of a

*"“bulkhead or divider in any passenger

-compariment provided the: cargo is

restrained to the load factors in

§ 25: 561{b][3} and is- loaded as follows
[II -k -

(2) It is packaged or covered ina .
manner to avoid possible injury to .
passengers and passenger compa.rtment
occupants.

* * L * *

3. By rev:smg § 121. 318[b}(4] to read

asfollows:

§ 121 318 Publlc address system

* * * * *

L3

{4) After Oct. 1, 1984 transmlssmn '
must be audible at all passenger seats.
lavatories, and flight attendant. seats
and work stations. .

* A * o kT R

§ 121. 417 [Amended]

4. By amending § 121.417(c) by
substituting the-word “for” for the word
on" in the first sentence. :
5. By revising § 121.439 by adding a
sentence at the end of paragraph (a),
revising paragraphs (b) end (d), and -

addmg a new {e] to zead as follows: _

§.121.439 PFilot qual:ﬂcatlon Recent
experience.

(8)** *In adchtlon, any person who
fails to make the three required takeoffs

and landings withint any consecutive 90- .

day penod must reestablish recency of
experience ag provided in paragraph [b} :
of this sectionn,. -

{b) In addition to meetmg all
applicable training and checking
requirements of this part, a required
pilot flight crewmember who has not
met the requirements of paragraph (a) of
this section must reestablish recency of
experience as follows:

. (1} Under the supervision of a check

airman, make at least three takeoffs and’

landings in the type airplarie in which
that person is to serve or in an advanced

simulator or visual simulator; When a

visual simulator is used, the

* requirements of paragraph (c) of this
- section must be met.

(2) The takeoffs and landings requlred

" in paragraph. (b)(1) of this section must
include—

(i) At least one takeoff with a
simulated failure of the most critical
powerplant;

(ii) At least one landing from an ILS
approach to the lowest ILS minimum
authorized for the certificate holder; and

(ifi} At least one landiag toa full stop
* * L * *

{d) When using a szmu!ator to o
accomplish any of the requirements of

paragraph (a} or (b) of this section, each :

required flight crewmember position
must be occupied by an appropriately
qualified person and the simulator must

. be operated as if in a normal in-flight
" - environment-without usé of the
reposmomng features of the slmulator

{e}A check airman who observes the
takeoffs and landings prescribed in
paragraphs (b){1) and (c) of this section
shall certify that the person being " _
observed is proﬁclent and qualified to

_perform flight duty in operatlons under

this part and: ‘may require any additional -
maneuvers that are determined '
necessary to make this cerhfymg

- _ statemenL

.6. By rewsﬁg § 121 543{b][3][x} to read

- as follows:

§121.543 Fligh't crewmembers at eontrols. -
% T * ’ .

(b) * !I' * ) -

{3) * * *

(1) In the case of the asslgned p].lot in

" command during the en route cruise .
_ portion of the flight, by a pilot who holds
. ‘an airline transport pilot certificate and

an appropriate type rating, is currently
qualified as pilot in"command or second
in command, and is gualified as pilot in
command of that aircraft during the en’
route cruise portion of the flight, A
second in eommand-qualified to act as'a
pilot in command en route need not.
have completed the following pilotin -
command requirements: The 6:month
recurrent flight training required by

§ 121. 433(c]{1](n1}, the operating
experience required by § 121.434; the.
takeoffs and landings required by

§ 121.439; the line check required by

§ 121.440; and the 6-month proficiency
check or simulator training reqmred by
§.121.441(a)(1); and ‘

* * L * . *

7. By revising the fu'st sentence of
§ 121.563 to read as follows:

§ 121.563 Reporting mechanical
irregularities. -

The pilot in command shall ensure
thiat all mechanical irregularities *
occurrmg during flight time are entered
in the maintenance log of the airplane at
the end of that flight- tuner* o :

PART 145--REPAIR STATIONS

8. By revising § 145 41 to read ag
follows .

- § 145 41 Recommendatlon of persons lor

certification as repairmen

[a) When a person applies for a
domestic repair station certificate and
ratlng[s] or additional ratmg[s] that
reqiire a repairman, that person must—

(1) Recommend at least one person for.
certification as a repairman;

{2) Certify to the Administrator that
the person recommended meets the

: reqmrements of § 65.101 of this chapter,
-and
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{3) Cerufy that the: person
recommended is able to perform and
" supervise the assigned work.

(b} Each person recommended-per
paragraph {a)(1) of this section must be.
at or above the level of shop foreman or-
department head or be responsible for -
supervising the work performed by the -
repair-gtation. A quahfled Person so
recommended may be cerhfmated asa -
repairman,

10. By revising the second sentence of
§ 145 47(b) to read as follows:

§ 145 47 Equlpment ‘and materiats: Ratlngs
other than fimited ratings.
* x % * *

(b} * * *The station shall ensure

that all inspection and test equipment is .

tested at regular intervals to ensure ...

correct calibration to a standard derived

from the National Bureau of Standards
or to a standard provided by the
equipment manufacturer. In the Gase of
. foreign equipment, the standard of the
‘country of manufacture may be used if
appraved by the Administrator.
* ® ® * * N -

11. By amending Appendix A of Part
145 by adding an asterisk (*} after the
words “Replacement of valve guides

" and seats,” in paragraph (b)(1}{(i}; by
adding an asterisk (*) after the words

“Precision drilllng. tapping; bomng

‘milling and cutting operations,”in -
. paragraph (b)(1)(iii); and by revising

paragraph (a](3] to read as follows: -

‘AppendixA S . L

e * * N *.
(a)* *
-13) Alloy skin and structura] camponents. ‘

. - Repair and replage metal skin-using’ power ‘
tools and equipment,”

Repair and replace alloy members and
components such as tubes, channels,
cowlings, fittings, attach ang[es, efc.,

Alignment of components using jigs or-
fixtures as in the case-of joining fuselage -
sections or other similar operations,

Make up wooden forming blocks or dies, .

Fluorescent insPection of alloy
components,*.: '

Fabricate alloy members and components
such as tubes, channels, cowlings, fittings, -
attach-angles, etc,*

% % L .
{Secs. 313, 314, and 601 through 610, of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended [49

U.8.C. 1354, 1355, 1421 through 1430): sec. 8(c) -

of the Deparment of Transportatlon Act (49
U.8.C. 1655(c)))

Note.—This document relieves a.
substantial segment of the aviation
community of & cost burden by simplifying

* and clarifying certain réquiréments

applicable to'thé certification and operation
of domestic, flag, and supplemental air
carriers and comumercial operators of large -

‘fabrication of alloy members and components

aircraft and to repair stations. The FAA's
svaluation of the emendment indicates that

" the aggregate benefits excead the costs

primarily by allowing certain emergency
drills to be accomplished using approved
training devices. periitting a fuel jettisoning -
allowanoe when determining landing weight
for an alternate airport for departure, and
eliminating requirements concerning

by repair stations. The preamble contains a

- discussion of the benefit/cost relationship.

Therefore, the FAA has determinied that this
document involves a rulemaking action that
{1} is nota “major rule” under Execuitive
Order 12291, and (2) is not a “significant ruIe"
under Department of Transporiation’ =
Regulatory Policies and Procedurés {44 FR
11034; February 286, 1979), In addition, for the

_ reasons stated above, it is certified that-the

amendment will not have a significant

“economic impact on a substantial number of

small entities under the criteria of the

" Regulatory Flexlbﬂlty Act. A copy of the ﬂnal
‘evaluation prepared for this action is

.contalned in the regulatory docket. A copy of .
it may be obtairied by contacting the person -

- identified under the ception “roR FURTHEH ‘

INFGRMATION CONTACT,” :

Issued in ‘Washingten, n.c, o }gly 2, 1952.
Michael } Fenello, . ;
Acting Administrator.

- [FR Doc. B2-20737 Filed 7-30-82; & 45 am] .
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14 CFR Parts 121 and 145

[Docket No. 21269; Amdt. Nos. 121-179 and
145~191

Operations Review Program;
Amendment No. 11

Correction

In FR Doc. 8220737, beginning on
page 33384 in the issue of Monday,
August 2, 1982, the headings should have
read as they appear above.

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

QOPS Review

[As published in the Federal Register (47 FR 34980) on August 12, 1982]




