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- DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION stated in its denial that the- general rehef development and mstallatmn of TCAS II_‘ _'

mquestedhy the RAA ismare - © ' on-airplaries operating under part 121
' Federa! A\ﬂatton Admlnistration irapnately handled by rulemaking’. - This amendmant requlred thatall*
. SR er than exemption: This action is .- affected airplanes be equipped- thh
14 GFH Parts 121, 129, and 135 B the subsequent nflemakmg responsete” . TCASTI b}lr-I]JZ)ecember ge 1;291 After.
'lDocket No. 27553 Amdt No 121_247 129... - the. RAA  petition for exemptmn The' recelvmg DUMEerous: ob]ectmns from:
| 24,135-54] - : 7 RAA'’s petition also sought a mmpomry operators &nd other sources, the FAA
. RIN: 2 120-AF2 4 ’ L e - exemption from the April 20,1994, . reconsidered this requirement-and
o . * . -.. .. deadline to install an approE!ed Gﬂ;’und rev1secértéae mstallatlon dates; ¥ .h fa
. Proxumty ‘Waming System (GPWS ‘Amendment No. 121-217 éstablis eda _'
;&%A!Fg Aas? :’ Geill:su on Arvoidance - which the FAA has denied amd ismotan - phased installation schedule and
! ST o277 issie.in this rulemaking, . "-delaved the filll compliance TCASII
- AGENCY: Federa.l Avxatmn Lot I its October 13 pehtmn, thseRAA : mstallatmn date to-December 30, 1993..
.+ Administration (FAA] DOT .. .- . stated that extension of the camplmme . RAA-submitted that the. arguments : -,
,'-ACTION. Fm.al rule. R date was needed because of delays in that supported the extension of time for ;

- - the development.and operational testmg TCAS II support a similar extension and
. SUMMARY: This. document revisesthe - " of prototype TCAS T equipmeit. The' phased installatict-schedule'for TCAS I
Federal Aviation Regulations (FAR) to.” - RAA stated that when Amendment WNo. " installations. In fact, the TCAS I LIP'was
extend the compliance date from | - """ 135-30 established the TCAST": .+ justeompleted in June, 1994, and there
. February 9, 1995, to Decembeér 31, 1995, requ1rements on January 6, 1989, th»e ... rémained, at the time of their petition, ™
‘for installing an approved trafficalert ' FAA acknowledged thatzio TCASE - va lack of any approved-equipment '

- and collision avoidance system (TCAS:. ' design had been approved, andmno-, - “_instaltations because of the lengthy-STC
- 1); This amendment is necessa.ry due tO - manufacturer had build a TCAS Tunit. . approval process. Thus, the RAA .. -
“‘delaysin TCASTequipment’ .* . . " The FAA considered these peints i in : e>gpected that operators would notbe
development and testing, the. .=~ . " establishing a comphance date for - - able to complete equipment selections
* gorplexity of equipment.use and - _installation and operation-of TCAS Im - and installations-on all. alrplanes by
* installation, and the. reqmrement to -+ " Byears fromthe effectxve date ef the February 90,1995
_‘zompléte complex supplemental type *amendment, . g - -RAA’s petition for- exemption also
certification programs. . < RAKA Further stated: that itwas: 'stated that FAA should réejustify the - -
' DATES: This document is effemve ' iriformed eaily in 1990 by ARING " need for a TCAS I rule. The RAA based:
“December 29, 1994, The final ™~ © . Research Cerporation {ARINCY, the ~its rationale on the fact that‘the rule has
‘eompliance date is December 31, 1995 FAA’s TCAS 1 program contraetor, that . a significantly higher-than-estimated -
Comments on the revision of section - - equipment would be available’ fora . _cost to the airline-industry. RAA and its .
+ 121.356(b) must be received on or before Limited Installatien Program {LIp) - . mémber carriers continue to support .
February 27, 1995. testinig by April 1991, and that the test ' realistic’and achievable improvements: -

‘would be completed in approximately 1. . in safety where the'benefits clearly-

; ggntgii?ﬁ;z;ngfgm igie;nﬁzl(;?ﬁ -year. RAA stated that ARINC aﬂmed n'- . justify the costs. It believes that the cost
- nfsafety-rélated equipment must be

viati -~ that the development programfor - .. - _
' i‘éﬂiﬁ;’;’hfg?éﬁcg of thznﬁhlé' - prototype TCAS Lequipment-was. suil - compared to the potential benefits and.

5 Docket [AGC: “niot complete, and that the LIP forthe - . the capability of the industry to afford =~ -
: ggggsgli é\ tBn(;{)EI{nuil‘:zspenden Aven?zg; ‘operational evaludtion was notexpe;ted -it; therefore, the FAA'should con51der
SW. Wasi:h:ngton DC 20591, Commer; 0 begin for at least several-months. . aIternatlve approaches.” . :

‘ma "be examine d'm the Rulss D@cket . RAA stated in its petition that becauee * Aircraft seating 10 to 30 passengers

i ykda <. excent Fede: alHoh' ays,- _ofmzstheTCASIdevelopmem y ‘and operating under part 121, 128, 6r..

.-‘-b i:r o B, 33 P andé .00.p.m; Ys 3 '--operata-onal evaliation program was;. -7 135 must-be- equlpped with TEAS Tby.

N gen, a1 RS ' ‘more than 18 months behind its o ‘nal February 9, 1995, in accordance with- -

' ZFOH FURTHER INFORMATION MTME‘E&W . planhe schedule, np: 'I‘CAS I .. - theregulation issued January 5, 1989 -
E; Davis, ngect ﬁevelopment Braneh, . equipme: iy ~: (54 FR'940). RAA beheved that the FAA -
- AFS-240; Air Transportation- D1V1smn, : standal‘ds arder (TS0) i approval, and to' ' should consider implementing a phased :

. Office of Flight Standards, FEdQH1 * the RAA’s knowledge,-only ome: "~ . comphance schedule ag'was done for -

 ‘Aviation Adniinisration, 800 .- -meanufactiurer was curreiitly accepting,  part 121 carriers that weré Yequiréd to:
independence Avenue, SW.; oo ordérs for TCAST deliveries, Air| camexs mstall TCAS I {14 CFR 121.356}; _rather :
' Washmgton. e 20391, Telephone [202} are naturally reluctant to place orders- - “thanadhere to'the’ deadlines in affected
267-8096, RS - : .« forthis equipment before a TSO:is, - regulatlons '
- The air carriers represented by RAA -

SUPPLEMENTARY mronmmou - f' : ’:j' ' j- - issued and before the LIP hasmnﬁmed o
Ta ) S ; = the validity of-the equlpment dsesxgn 'beileve that extending the: camphance
‘ Background = " - RAA asserted that an exterision of: " - schedile for TCAS T would not”
-In'a petition- for exemptmn dated . time was Feqiiired to permitthe - " -adversely affect safety because-it would . -
:October13, 1992; the Regional Airline’. / evaluation-and-procurement 6f 4. - alléw affected airlines to.devote lmnted
" Association, (RAA} petitioned-on: benalf ¢ equipment; to develop and ¢cb - economic resources to the-orderly .
"ot its affected member-aitrlines-and othei: approval of supplementa} type -‘completmn of TCAST installations,
' '-smlﬂarly situated: airlines fora .. .- certificates {STC) for each affected .. - :-along with-other air-worthiness and -
~temaporary exemphon froin the] February .airplane model; andto schedile . .. .. safety-related requirements; They.. - ,
. 9,1995,deadline to instalk an-approved . - equipment installations with minimum - * believe the general public-will beneﬁt .
- TCAS T system {Docket No. 27008). The : “disruptions to scheduléd service: - “by. allowing-for a'more efficient - i+
- ‘eXemption was requested for operators RAA poisits.ont that simultaneously - aliocation of an ‘operator’s resources
- of furbine-powered ajrplanes with-10 1o with the adoption of Amendment No.: . . and"by reducing the’ numbero
‘30 passenger seatss The FAA denied’ th ' '185~30, Amendment No: 121~201 was “-dlsmptmns of'scheduled service 3
-petition. on May 27,1993, The FAA~ “also adopted which'required .. o eXeessive u.nscheduled rermoval of '+
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' am:raﬁ frem smce for equlpment Ea
installation. - . -

Conslderauon of Comments

“The FAA: pubhshed anotice of .-
proposed rulemaking; in the Federal
.on March 31,1994, (59FR .
15308), Proposing an extension. of the -
comEhance dateto March-31, 1997, to
- require that-all affected aircraft be -
equipped with TCAS I and seekmg
comments on the use of a phiased " -
‘compliance schedule similar to the . :
-schedule that currently exists for. TCAS
"I The FAA also invited public -
.. comment on any issue discussed in the
‘notice, and fully. considered edch. :
- commenter’s position before making’ auy
ﬁnal decisign on’ extendmg the TCAST -
comphance : 0
Ten commenfs ‘were recewed.f:om
mdxwdual opemtors, aircraft leasing
- companies, eqmpment manufacturers,
“;and trade associations. Eight support the
petmon, twa oppose it in its’ entlrety,
+generally citing TCAS asicost | -

- probibitive. Of the eight. suppomng the -
" Decesber 31,1995, cami be met by the

" majority ofaﬁectedmcarners. Because
. the basic requirement for TCAS has -

S beenpartoftheregulanonssmoelgag =
" .. the FAA believes thaf air carifets have -

petition, five recomme
“'be no phase in of the- oomphance

- schedule; three: recommended some
form ofaphasein:  :

Eqmpment manufactmers that”

commented on thisrule favored a :
' phased.compianice schedule because it
‘would spread sales-over & 2 year penod
This would provide an-orderly
mauufactunng process, thereby -
‘reducing product shortages as tbefinal

: comphance date nears. Gounnenters that
‘were not in favor ofa L
" compliance scliedule felt thatan =~ -

"arbitrary schedule sometimes pIaces'an :

- undue burden on operators to.remove .
-equipment from. revenue service early in -

- ‘ordérto mest the arblt:a.ry dafe, when >

Cin fact] findlinsiallation. may be - *
scheduled a few months later donng the
normal mainfenance cycle.

The FAA 'does not agree’ with
- commenters whe-want to rescind the .
riile: Analysis and experience thdicate
“that the safety beneﬁts from this rule -

more thar justify its costs: Tn addition, o

"'the FAA considers. those comments to
‘be beyond thes scope ofthe: proposal

wamd’ﬂneﬁmen&mem

- ‘The FAA has consmdered all the facts
-afid citeumstances' presented by the -
“RAA and cornmenters arid-extends: the
' compliance date until December 31, .
'1995; for-the installation of TCAS ¥in
palrts 121,129, and 135. - ;

‘The'RAA. has presented certam
problems involved in obtaining and
- installing TG&S Tfor part 135. operatom.
The FAA agrees that circumstances may-
- not warrant requiring the-affected .
operators to mstﬂ.H 'I‘CAS 1§ before -

- of the equipment uséand mstallanon,
* "and the réquirentent to.complete

" = and are: -
* installed, Many of these afrcraft. have B
-been: desxgned and manufsctured .

"is required of each different make/ -

. “must plan. appmpnate petition Tead

- times to;gain these approvals, with a.
R muumum of 60-days required from:
; r-recelpt of request o final approval

" 'Febmm'y 9 1995. A TSO hasrecemly

" been issued. The firstaircraft recéived a-

R supplementel type certificate. (S'I‘C}for .
' i a TCAS I'installation in Tate Rily 1993, -

and the TCAS I LIPwas eompletedm :
- June, 1994.. T

- The: de].ays i eqmpment
development and testing that were "

+ reviewed i the Notice, the complemty

oomplex supplemental type: cemﬁcaﬁon

‘programs remain as issues today fust ; as

complete]:y abated these concerns. '
' The FAA estimates that there are at -
-least 25 different makes and models of .

. au’planesihat operate unéer part 135«

1o have TCAST -

. overseas, thus complicating the T 1ssue of
availability of design data for
* supplemental.type certification, Whlch

model installation: The PAA; however.
believes that the complianice date of

been.making and mplementmg plans to.

install the TCAS systems, i.¢., 1dent1fymg
.. equirements, identifying sources of -

- equipment, budgeting; projecting

- affected maintenance schediiles, etc.,

even thotgh the’ initial testing phase af .-
:_the: equipment was behind schedu.le. .

Devlatnon Proced“m‘es ‘ B
The FAA recogmzes that, in rave caeses

and ‘despite the exercise of best efforts. -

there may’be 1ustrﬁcahon~ for some

-additional extension to'the. mandated

-compliance date."Accordingly; the FAA -
+has provided a-means totequest and

.. 1receive a-deviation of up:to & months _

.. from the carrier’s focal Principal = -
« Avionics Inspectox [PAT} with. the -

“coneurrence of the Director; Flight -

Standards Service {AFS—1). Alr carriers

Deviations will only be grantediin - - -

"-extraordinary and unforeseen -

. mrcumstances, beyond the: control of the
~gix carrier, Even in:such cm:umstanoes,

. a deviation will not be granted unless .

; - - specific.critéria are met: The carrier

-~ must show thata. goodvfaxth effort has

- been expended to meet the compliance. .
.date of Deceriber 31, 1995. In addition; *
the carrier must document that it: cannot

- meet-certain milestones such as: TC&S
- "equlpment dehvmy, S‘I‘C appmval

pa ‘ oY
- wiews this changé as posmg no

mstallauon schedulee, and: tbat the :
‘aircraft could not be Temoved from
service without a significant adverse -
1mpact on the flying public. ‘ ]

.Based onthe: above factors, and those =
dlsoussed elsewliere in this document -
and in the Notice, the FAA is extendmg :
thie compliance date to December 31,

~1995. The FAA finds that this extension
~ is in the public interest; in thatit =~
“ . represents an appropriatebalance

between enhancement of safety and
- reasonable feasibility of comphance
Smoe parts 121 and 129 contain a.

- similar rule for-opératoss of aiveraft mt.h:.
30 seats or Iess, the FAA is extendmg

- the comphance date for thase opetators -
'as well; However, the FAA doesriot find.
it appropnate tg grant s much-relief as .

- otiginally proposed becanse,as "
recognized by the FAA, the TCAS-

~-system is an important picce of

- equipment, which provides a- srgmﬁeant
. enbhancement of the safety of afr travel.
- Therefore; the camphanoe scheduie has.

' been adjusted from the. originak Notice.

Because TCAS is an fmportant part of -
the overall safety system, the FAA .

- wants certificate holders te comiply wzth

this TCAS rule as soon as'possible. In
an effort to facilitate this, thae FaA will -
advisé the traveling public of air carriess
that bave complied with thisyule - ..
significantly earlier than the requlred
comphance date. . .- :
The TCAS ruls; wlnch was orzgma]:ly :
adopted in 1989, envisioned covering
‘all aireraft with 10 or more passenger.
-seats. The preamble to the- ongmal rule .
-indicated the FAA’s intent to require. .
TCAS I for the 10-to 30 passenger seat'’
-aircraft; which are primarily operated *
under part 135. However, the notice - e
madvertently did not propose a’similar: -
- provigion for.these aircraft for part 12%,
“to coverthose’ mﬁ‘equent cxrcumtances .
:in-which these aircraftiare operated -

e ‘underthat part.. The- ongmal fina] ruIe, '(

however, -did inserta provision in’ part
: 121 covering combination cargef .

. passenger airplanes with 10-30
. "passenger seats. “This'final nide wxll

revise that part 121 TCASI provision in

. additional burdes to the indusiry -
‘because these aircraft are usually = o ;
operated under part 135: Carriers who ..
-operate both these aircraft and larger

. ‘aircrafi'sometimes: seek FAA

aithorization te opetate all'aircraft.
under-part 121 to simplify: functions .

-guch as crewmembes training. These

. operators do:not seek to follow part 121 -

rules to-aveid the installation of TCAS.

- The FAA considers further comment "
on this provisien ‘to'be unrecessary,’ and -
s adoptmg t[us remsxon m this ﬁna] '
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rule However,»m accordance W1th DOT
policy, interested persons are invited to
submit comments on the revision of -
section 121.356(b) as they may désire.

Correspondence should identify the =

‘docket number and be submitted in".
' duplicate to the address provided above:.:
All communications received on or ©
‘before the close of the comment:period -

'will'be considered by the Admhinistrator, -

-and this amendment may be changed in-
_“the light of comments received. Al
.comments will be available for pubhc
- réview, both before and after the closmg
- date for: comments, m the rules docket

Reguiatory Analyses _‘

. Executive Order 12866 estabhshed the
reqmrement that, within the extent
- permitted by law, a Federal regiilatory -
-action may be iindertaken only if the -
-potential benefits to society for the
.regulation outwe:gh the potential costs
1o society. In response to this ° -2
" requirement, and in dccordance w1th
' Department of Transportation policies
-and procedures, the FAA has estimated -

‘the anticipated benefits and costs Of this - impact-on competitive relationships

.-~ between these two classes of operators. -
- - Based on this information, the FAA .
‘concludes that the rule change will have :

rulemaking action. The FAA has-
‘determined that this rule isnota =
-“significant rulemakirig action,” as .
deﬁned by Executive Order 12866
Regulatory Planning and Review).
erule will extend the comphance
date to install an approved traffic alert .

~and-collision avoidance systems [TCASI_ -
“I) from February 9, 1995, to December

“31, 1995. This rule will apply to
“turbine-powered aircraft with 10 to 30
seats operated under parts 121, 135 and
“129.This extension of the compliange
“deadline is necessary because of delays
in the- development and operatmnal

11} t I t T
testing of prototype Tcas equiptenr it is deterinined thatthiis nile- change

the. complexity of the equipment use

-and installation, and the requirerhent to_ . :
. .1mp11cattons to warrant the: preparatlon

- - of a Federalis ASSessment
-'_Paperwork Reduehon Act.

«complete complex supplemental type
~certification ] programs. -

Fmal Regulatory Flexlblhty
Determmahon S

* The- Regulatory Flextblhty Act of 1980
(RFA) was enacted by Congressto -
‘ensure that small entities are not .
mmecessaniy burdened by govemment
regulatlons The RFA requires agencies .
to review rules that may havea -

1 “significant ecofiomic impact on a’

substantlal number of small entmes i '- e
' 'preamhle, this regulation is not -

' signiificant under Executive Order - """
12866, In-addition, it is certified that "~ -
. this amendment’ does nothavea == .
-'-51gmﬁcant gconomic impact, positive: or
‘negative, on a substantial number-of ..
- - small entities under the criteria of the . :
“Regulatory Flex:bthty Act: However, .-

“Under FAA: Order 2100. 14'A the. .
cntenon fora "substantral munber” isa
- number that is not less than 11-and that
~is more than one third of the small -
‘entities subject to the rules, For' -
operators of aircraft for hire, a small
:operator is one that owns, but not. -

necessanly operates, nine or fewer -+ -

“aircraft. This proposal would mainly
affect part 135 scheduled operators, .

. criterion for a “significant impact™ is
*.:7$116,300 or more per yeéarfora - -

. scheduled operator and $4,600 or more
- for an inscheduled operator. . -

E ‘date for mstallmg TCAS I equipment

- trade:

. government and thestates, 'or on the
-distribution-of power : and
responmbthtles among. the various -

. significant under DOT Regulatory . ‘

although some. unscheduled ope:ators -

‘could be’ affected as well. The FAA's

This rule to-extend the comphance

-~ willriot hidve any sconomic impact on -

small operators. Therefore, the FAA has
~ determined that the final rule will not .
'~ have'a significant impact oria | -
" substantial number of small operators

Intemaimnal Trade Impact Assessment

The Ofﬁce of Management and Budget
directs agencies to assess the effects of _

"% regulatory changes on international -~
" trade. The impact of the rule.change on
. international trade should be limited by -
. the'regionalized nature of the routes that
' ‘are typically flown by aircraft with 10

to 30 seats. In addmon the fact that thls
rule will have the same economic -

" impact on both the domestic (part 135)
. and foreign. operators (part.129) of this .-

size range of aircraft will limitits -

a'negligible 1mpact on; mternattonal

Federallsm Imphcatmns .
Th1s amendment does- not have

on the relationship between the fiational -

levels of government. Therefore, in: -
accordance with Executive Order 12612

does not have sufficient federahsm

*"There dre- no requ.u'ements for o

:mfonnatlon collection associated w1th
- this rule that requires approval from the:
. Office of Management and Budget -

. pursiant to the Papérwork Reductlon
“Act of 1980 {Pub ‘

s -Conclusmn

96—511)

For the’ reasons dlscussed in the ERI
g CAHRIAGE

this amendment is considered -

Pohc1es and Procedures (44 FR 11034
February 26, 1979). -

" List of Sub;ects _
‘. 14 CFR Part 121

T Alr ca.m.ers, Au-craft Av1atton safety," :

:_ '_ Charter flights, Safety. .
- 14 CFR Part 129:

Air. camers. Atrcraft Av1at10n safety.‘-‘

‘14 CFR Part 135

" Air carriers, Aircraft, AerIanes, Alr :

: taxls, Air transportahon, Aviation

- safety, Charter flights, Safety,
Transportahon ;

' The Amend.ment

In consideration of the foﬂgomg, the
Federal Aviation Administration - -
"amends parts 121, 129, and 135 of the - .
“Federa} Aviation Regu!atlons (14 CFR

- part 121,14 CFR part 129, and 14 CFR S

paI‘t 135) as follows

PART 121—CERTIFICATION AND
‘OPERATIONS: DOMESTIC, FLAG, AND

'SUPPLEMENTAL AIR CARRIERS AND

- COMMERCIAL OPERATORS OF
LARGE AIRCRAFT .. -

1. The: authonty citation for part 121 '
contmues to read as follows: - - :

Authonty 49 U.S.C1354(a), 1355, 1356

-+ 1357, 1401, 1421-1430, 1472, 1485, 8nd = -
.0 1502, 49 US.C. 206(g)-{Revised Pub L. 97~
. 449 January 12 1983).

B substantlal direct effects on'the states', S

z -Section 121 356 is, amended by o
revising paragraph (b) toread as follows:_ .

: { " §421.356 Traffic Alert and Collision -
PR Avoldance System Tl

K Tx e

(b] Unless otherwise authonzed by
“the Adm1mstrator, after Deoember 31,

1995, no person may operate a -

passenger or combination cargo/ i
-passenger seat ‘configuration; excluding

- any pilot seat, 0 10 to 30 seats unless - .
.- itis-equipped with an approved traffic
‘alert and collision avoidance system. If " .
~a TCAS 1 system is installed; it must be-
“'capable of coordinating-with TCAS "

units that meet TSO- C—119

‘*--1:_ *m'*.‘*

AIR CARRIERS AND FOREIGN. -

. ‘OPERATORS OF U.S. REGISTERED

AIRCRAFT ENGAGED IN COMMON

:3.The authonty cxtanon for part 129

= contmues to réad as follows:
o Authonty. 29U.5.C. App. 1346, 1354(a},

1356, 1357, 1421, 1502, and 1511; 49 U.S.C.
106(g}. {re\nsed Pub L. 97—449 January 12,
‘1983]

4. Secnon 129.18 is amended bY

. revising paragraph (b) to read as follows: .
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_§12098° Traftic Alert and comsion
“Avoidance System SRS -

(a) * -k K
(b} Unless otherwme authonzed by

:in-the United States-a turbine powered
: airplane that has a passenger seat =

- configuration, excluding any pilot-seat, -

of 10 to 30;seats unless it is.equipped
with.an approved traffic-alert-and-

- collision avoidance system. If a: TGAS -

" system ig installed, it must be capable
‘of coordinating with TCAS umts t'hat
'meet TSO C=119. TR

. PART 135-AIRTAXI OPERATOBS
" AND COMMERCIAL OPERATORS

5..The authonty citation for paxt 135 ;

‘ . contmuesio read as follows :
the Admiinistrator, after December 37, .
.-1895,no foreign air carrier may. operate ;
. [revised Pub. L. 97449, ]anuary 12; 1983}

. Authonty 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1355(a),; 1421
- through 1431, aind 1502 49°U.5.C. 106(g)

6.-Section 135.180.is: ‘amended by

. Tevising. paragraph (a) to: nead as’ follows

'§135.480 . Traffic Alert: and comsion )
+ Avoidance smem )
“(a) Unless-otherwise’ authonzed by the

Admmlstrator, after Becember 31,:1985, -

- no person may operate a turbide

.powered mrplane that has a: passenger . '

< seat-configuration;, excluding any piiot
seat, of 10 to 30 seats unléss it is o
equipped.with an-approved traffic alert -
and collision avoidance system. Ifa- . -

TCAS 1 system is installed, it must be - ‘
i ‘capable.of coordmatmg with TCAS .
.=;-umts that meet TSO C——119 o

R *:, 'i‘ k& _
Issued in _Washmgton D. C on December

_ '23, 1994, R
“Dav:dR Hmson, ‘ ;
- Administration. -

-{FR Doc. 94—32103 Filed 12—23—94 2 54 pm] 5 i

BILUNG CODE: 4910—13-M
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14 CFR Parts 121, 129, and 135
[Docket No. 27663; Amdt. No. 121-246]

RIN 2120-AF24

Traffic Alert and Colliston Avoidance
System, TCAS |

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: This document contains a
correction to a final rule, Traffic Alert
and collision avoidance System, TCAS
I, published in the Federal Register on
December 29, 1994. '

DATES: This document is effective
December 29, 1994, The final
compliance date is December 31, 1995.
Comments on the revision of
§121.356(b) must be received on or
before February 27, 1995.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:.

Gary E. Davis, telephone (202} 267
8096.

Correction to Final Rule

In the final rule beginning on page
67584, in the issue of Thursday,
December 29, 1994, the following
correciton is being made:

1. On pagé 67584, first column, and
in the heading, the amendment number
should read *121-~246", instead of

1121-247".

Dated: Japuary 4,1995.

Donald P, Byrne,

Assistant Chief Counsel, Office of Chief
Counsel,

[FR Doc. 95-571 Filed 1-9-95; &: 45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M



