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Service bulletin reference and date
SB 71–03, March 17, 1995 ............................................................................................................
SB 71–03, Revision 1, June 16, 1995 ...........................................................................................
SB 71–04, Revision 1, June 16, 1995 ...........................................................................................

The incorporation by reference of Nordam
Service Bulletin SB 71–03, dated March 17,
1995, was approved previously by the
Director of the Federal Register in accordance
with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51 as of
May 2, 1995 (60 FR 19157, April 17, 1995).
The incorporation by reference of the
remainder of the service documents listed
above is approved approved by the Director
of the Federal Register in accordance with 5
U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may
be obtained from The Nordam Group, 624
East 4th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74120.
Copies may be inspected at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington; or at the
Office of the Federal Register, 800 North
Capitol Street, NW., suite 700, Washington,
DC.
(h) This amendment becomes effective on
March 22, 1996.
Issued in Renton, Washington, on February
7, 1996.
Darrell M. Pederson,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 96–3150 Filed 2–20–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 95–NM–34–AD; Amendment
39–9517; AD 96–04–05]

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus Model
A300–B2 and –B4 Series Airplanes
Equipped with General Electric CF6–50
Series Engines or Pratt & Whitney
JT9D–59A Engines
Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.
AGENCY:

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that is
applicable to certain Airbus Model
A300–B2 and –B4 series airplanes. This
amendment requires an inspection to
detect discrepancies of a certain thrust
reverser control lever spring; an
operational test to verify the integrity of
the flight inhibition circuit of the thrust
reverser system; and either the
correction of discrepancies or
deactivation of the associated thrust
reverser. It also provides for an optional
terminating action. This amendment is
prompted by a report that, due to broken
and deformed thrust reverser control

lever springs, an uncommanded
movement of the thrust reverser lever to
the unlock position and a ‘‘reverser
unlock’’ amber warning occurred on one
airplane. The actions specified by this
AD are intended to detect such broken
or deformed control lever springs before
they can lead to uncommanded
deployment of a thrust reverser and
subsequent reduced controllability of
the airplane.
DATES: Effective March 22, 1996.
The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of March 22,
1996.
ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Airbus Industrie, 1 Rond Point
Maurice Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac Cedex,
France. This information may be
examined at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, Rules Docket,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles Huber, Aerospace Engineer,
Standardization Branch, ANM–113,
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington 98055–4056; telephone
(206) 227–2589; fax (206) 227–1149.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an airworthiness directive (AD)
that is applicable to certain Airbus
Model A300–B2 and –B4 series
airplanes was published in the Federal
Register on April 3, 1995 (60 FR 16813).
That action proposed to require a
mechanical integrity inspection to
detect discrepancies of the thrust
reverser control lever spring having part
number (P/N) A2791294520000, and an
operational test to verify the integrity of
the flight inhibition circuit of the thrust
reverser system. It also requires the
correction of discrepancies or
deactivation of the associated thrust
reverser.
Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
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making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received.
One commenter supports the
proposed rule.
One commenter notes that the
Description section of the preamble to
the notice states that ‘‘* * *
uncommanded movement of the thrust
reverser lever to the unlock position and
a ‘reverser unlock’ amber warning
occurred.’’ The commenter suggests, to
be consistent with the current industry
definition, a more accurate description
of what caused the unsafe condition is
‘‘inadvertently commanded deployment
[of the thrust reverser].’’ The FAA does
not concur. The FAA has reviewed the
relevant data available, and finds no
basis to support the commenter’s
suggestion that the thrust reverser was
‘‘commanded’’ to deploy. The FAA
finds that the pilot did not command
the thrust reverser to deploy, nor did the
pilot inadvertently deploy the thrust
reverser.
Additionally, this commenter requests
clarification of certain statements made
in the Discussion section of the
preamble to the notice. The commenter
asks whether the reported incident
occurred when the airplane was on the
ground or in flight. The FAA concurs
that some clarification is necessary. The
incident occurred on the ground during
a training flight where a simulated
engine-out condition was performed.
Since the Discussion section is not
restated in this final rule, no change to
the final rule is necessary as a result of
this clarification.
The same commenter requests that the
proposed rule be revised to require
repetitive inspections of the thrust
reverser control lever spring, and a final
corrective action. The commenter
asserts that, since the notice indicates
that the unsafe condition is ‘‘* * *
likely to develop’’ on affected airplanes,
it would seem reasonable to require
replacement of the spring, regardless of
the condition of the spring at the initial
inspection. Additionally, until the
spring is replaced, it should be
repetitively inspected, since it is not
clear if the root cause of the problem is
a design or assembly defect, or if it is
time-related. The FAA concurs partially.
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Since issuance of the notice, Airbus has
issued Service Bulletin A300–78–0015,
dated May 17, 1995, which describes
procedures for replacement of the left
and right control levers of the thrust
reverser with a new control lever
equipped with a new spring. The
Direction Générale de l’Aviation Civile
(DGAC), which is the airworthiness
authority for France, approved this
service bulletin. The FAA finds that the
replacement specified in that service
bulletin may be provided as an optional
terminating action for the requirements
of this final rule. Therefore, the FAA has
added a new paragraph (b) to the final
rule to provide for this option.
Additionally, the FAA is considering
additional rulemaking to require
repetitive inspections of the thrust
reverser lever spring, as well as to
mandate the eventual replacement of
the thrust reverser control lever with the
new control lever. However, the
planned compliance time for this
repetitive inspection and replacement is
sufficiently long so that notice and
public comment will be practicable.
After careful review of the available
data, including the comments noted
above, the FAA has determined that air
safety and the public interest require the
adoption of the rule with the changes
previously described. The FAA has
determined that these changes will
neither increase the economic burden
on any operator nor increase the scope
of the AD.
The FAA estimates that 21 airplanes
of U.S. registry will be affected by this
AD, that it will take approximately 6
work hours per airplane to accomplish
the required actions, and that the
average labor rate is $60 per work hour.
Required parts will cost approximately
$55 per airplane. Based on these figures,
the cost impact of the AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $8,715, or
$415 per airplane.
The cost impact figure discussed
above is based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the requirements of this AD action, and
that no operator would accomplish
those actions in the future if this AD
were not adopted.
The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this action (1) is not a
‘‘significant regulatory action’’ under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
‘‘significant rule’’ under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A final evaluation has
been prepared for this action and it is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained from the Rules
Docket at the location provided under
the caption ADDRESSES.
List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.
Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES
1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.
§ 39.13

[Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:
96–04–05 Airbus Industrie: Amendment 39–
9517. Docket 95–NM–34–AD.
Applicability: Model A300–B2 and B–4
series airplanes, equipped with General
Electric CF6–50 series engines or Pratt &
Whitney JT9D–59A engines; certificated in
any category.
Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in
the area subject to the requirements of this
AD. For airplanes that have been modified,
altered, or repaired so that the performance
of the requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.
Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.
To ensure the detection of broken or
deformed thrust reverser control lever
springs that could lead to uncommanded

deployment of a thrust reverser and
subsequent reduced controllability of the
airplane, accomplish the following:
(a) Within 500 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD, perform a
mechanical integrity inspection to detect
discrepancies of the thrust reverser control
lever spring having part number (P/N)
A2791294520000, and an operational test to
verify the integrity of the flight inhibition
circuit of the thrust reverser system, in
accordance with Airbus All Operators Telex
AOT 78–03, Revision 1, dated July 20, 1994.
(1) If no discrepancies are detected, no
further action is required by this AD.
(2) If the control lever spring is found
broken or out of tolerance, prior to further
flight, replace it with a new control lever
spring or deactivate the associated thrust
reverser in accordance with the AOT.
(3) If the flight inhibition circuit of the
thrust reverser system fails the operational
test, prior to further flight, determine the
origin of the malfunction, in accordance with
the AOT.
(i) If the origin of the malfunction is
identified, prior to further flight, repair the
flight inhibition circuit in accordance with
the AOT.
(ii) If the origin of the malfunction is not
identified, prior to further flight, replace the
relay having P/N 125GB or 124GB, and repeat
the operational test, in accordance with the
AOT. If the malfunction is still present, prior
to further flight, inspect and repair the wiring
in accordance with the AOT. If the
malfunction is still present following the
inspection and repair, prior to further flight,
deactivate the associated thrust reverser in
accordance with the AOT.
(b) Replacement of the left and right
control levers of the thrust reverser with a
new control lever equipped with a new
spring, in accordance with Airbus Service
Bulletin A300–78–0015, dated May 17, 1995,
constitutes terminating action for the
requirements of this AD.
(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
Standardization Branch, ANM–113, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Standardization
Branch, ANM–113.
Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Standardization Branch,
ANM–113.
(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.
(e) The actions shall be done in accordance
with Airbus All Operators Telex AOT 78–03,
Revision 1, dated July 20, 1994. This
incorporation by reference was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register in
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51. Copies may be obtained from Airbus
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Industrie, 1 Rond Point Maurice Bellonte,
31707 Blagnac Cedex, France. Copies may be
inspected at the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., suite
700, Washington, DC.
(f) This amendment becomes effective on
March 22, 1996.
Issued in Renton, Washington, on February
8, 1996.
Darrell M. Pederson,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 96–3262 Filed 2–20–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
22 CFR Part 51
[Public Notice 2333]

Bureau of Consular Affairs; Passports
for Minors
Department of State.
Final rule.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

SUMMARY: This rule amends regulations
regarding the basis for issuance and
denial of passports to minors, both in
custodial dispute and non-dispute
situations. These amendments were
proposed to promote the well being of
minors and to discourage persons from
circumventing valid court orders
affecting minors.
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 4, 1995.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth Hunter, Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Passport Services, Room
6811, U.S. Department of State,
Washington, DC 20520; tele: (202) 647–
5366.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Present
regulations prescribe the method of
execution of a passport application for
minors and address the issuance of
passports to minors where a parent or
guardian objects, 22 CFR 51.27.
Specifically, the current regulations
provide for the denial of a U.S. passport
to a minor who has been involved in a
custodial dispute if the passport issuing
office receives a court order from a court
within the country in which passport
services are sought. Such a court order
must provide that the objecting parent,
legal guardian or person in loco parentis
has been granted custody, or forbid the
child’s departure from the country in
which passport services are sought
without the permission of the court.
The revised regulations will
implement a policy of denying passport
services to minors on the basis of a court
order of competent jurisdiction that has
been registered with the appropriate

office at the Department of State. For the
purpose of these regulations, the
Department will consider a court of
competent jurisdiction to be a U.S. state
court or a foreign court having
jurisdiction over child custody issues
consistent with the principles of the
Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects
of International Child Abduction and
the Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction
Act, which favor the exercise of custody
jurisdiction by the court of the child’s
‘‘habitual residence’’ or ‘‘home state.’’
While the Department of State is not
legally bound by U.S. state court and
foreign court custody orders, the
Department has determined that
honoring such orders is generally
appropriate to prevent unlawful child
abductions. The revised regulations
will, however, also authorize the
issuance of a passport to a minor who
is the subject of a custody dispute if
compelling humanitarian or emergency
reasons relating to the minor’s welfare
warrant the issuance of a passport.
Also included in the amendments is
information regarding release of
information about a minor’s passport
application to an objecting parent.
A Notice of Proposed Rule was
published on October 3, 1995.
Comments were requested, and none
were received. This Final Rule is being
re-published without change.
This rule is not exempt from E.O.
12866, but has been reviewed and found
to be consistent with the objectives
thereof. This rule is not expected to
have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b). In
addition, this rule will not impose
information collection requirements
under the provisions of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, 44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35, as amended. Nor does this
rule have federalism implications
warranting the preparation of a
Federalism Assessment in accordance
with E.O. 12612. This rule has been
reviewed as required by E.O. 12778 and
certified to be in compliance therewith.
List of Subjects in 22 CFR Part 51
Passports, Infants and children.
For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, 22 CFR 51.27 is amended as
follows:
PART 51—PASSPORTS
Subpart B—Application
1. The authority citation for section
51.27 continues to read as follows:
Authority: 22 U.S.C. 2658 and 3926.
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2. Section 51.27 is amended by
revising paragraphs (b), (c) and (d) to
read as follows:
§ 51.27

*

Minors.

*
*
*
*
(b) Execution of application for
minors.
(1) A minor of age 13 years or above
shall execute an application on his or
her own behalf unless in the judgment
of the person before whom the
application is executed it is not
desirable for the minor to execute his or
her own application. In such case it
must be executed by a parent or
guardian of the minor, or by a person in
loco parentis.
(2) A parent, a guardian, or person in
loco parentis shall execute the
application for minors under the age of
13 years. Applications may be executed
by either parent, regardless of the
parent’s citizenship. Permission of or
notification to the other parent will not
be required unless such permission or
notification is required by a court order
registered with the Department of State
by an objecting parent as provided in
paragraph (d)(1) of this section.
(3) The passport issuing office may
require a minor under the age of 18
years to obtain and submit the written
consent of a parent, a legal guardian or
a person in loco parentis to the issuance
of the passport.
(c) Objection by parent, guardian or
person in loco parentis in cases not
involving a custody dispute. At any
time prior to the issuance of a passport
to a minor, the application may be
disapproved and a passport will be
denied upon receipt of a written
objection from a person having legal
custody of the minor.
(d) Objection by parent, guardian or
person in loco parentis in cases where
minors are the subject of a custody
dispute.
(1)(i) When there is a dispute
concerning the custody of a minor, a
passport may be denied if the
Department has on file a court order
granted by a court of competent
jurisdiction in the United States or
abroad which: (A) Grants sole custody
to the objecting parent; or, (B)
Establishes joint legal cutody; or, (C)
Prohibits the child’s travel without the
permission of both parents or the court;
or, (D) Requires the permission of both
parents or the court for important
decisions, unless permission is granted
in writing as provided therein. (ii) For
passport issuance purposes,a court
order providing for joint legal custody
will be interpreted as requiring the
permission of both parents. The
Department will consider a court of

