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up to 1 year after the effective date of
this rule, in the case of trees destroyed
on or before that effective date, or up to
1 year after the destruction of the trees
in the case of trees destroyed after the
effective date of this rule.

In this final rule, we are also
amending § 301.75–15(c) to reflect the
new address of the USDA Citrus Canker
Eradication Program. Further, where
that paragraph in the interim rule had
referred to ‘‘the effective date of this
rule’’ and ‘‘60 days after the effective
date of this rule,’’ we have replaced
those references with the actual dates
(i.e., October 16, 2000, and December
15, 2000, respectively).

Therefore, for the reasons given in the
interim rule and in this document, we
are adopting the interim rule as a final
rule, with the changes discussed in this
document.

This final rule also affirms the
information contained in the interim
rule concerning Executive Orders 12372
and 12988 and the economic analysis
under Executive Order 12866 and the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

This rule has been reviewed under
Executive Order 12866. The rule has
been determined to be not significant for
the purposes of Executive Order 12866
and, therefore, has not been reviewed by
the Office of Management and Budget.

Effective Date
Pursuant to the administrative

procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553,
we find good cause for making this rule
effective less than 30 days after
publication in the Federal Register. The
interim rule adopted as final by this rule
was effective on October 16, 2000. This
rule amends the provisions of the
interim rule regarding the due date for
the submission of applications for tree
replacement payments. Immediate
action is necessary to enable the
Administrator to approve the
consideration of late claims when it
appears the claim was late through no
fault of the owner of the trees, in the
Administrator’s opinion. Therefore, the
Administrator of the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service has
determined that this rule should be
effective upon publication in the
Federal Register.

Paperwork Reduction Act
In accordance with section 3507(j) of

the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), the information
collection and recordkeeping
requirements included in the interim
rule were granted emergency approval
by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) under control number
0579–0163. OMB has approved the

continuation of that approval for 3
years.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 301

Agricultural commodities, Plant
diseases and pests, Quarantine,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Transportation.

Accordingly, the interim rule
amending 7 CFR part 301 that was
published at 65 FR 61077–61080 on
October 16, 2000, is adopted as a final
rule with the following changes:

PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE
NOTICES

1. The authority citation for part 301
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 166, 7711, 7712, 7714,
7731, 7735, 7751, 7752, 7753, and 7754; 7
CFR 2.22, 2.80, and 371.3.

Section 301.75–15 also issued under sec.
204, Title II, Pub. L. 106–113, 113 Stat.
1501A-293; sections 301.75–15 and 301.75–
16 also issued under sec. 203, Title II, Pub.
L. 106–224, 114 Stat. 400 (7 U.S.C. 1421
note).

2. In § 301.75–15, paragraph (c) is
revised to read as follows:

§ 301.75–15 Funds for the replacement of
commercial citrus trees.

* * * * *
(c) How to apply for tree replacement

funds. The form necessary to apply for
funds to replace commercial citrus trees
may be obtained from any local citrus
canker eradication program office in
Florida, or from the USDA Citrus
Canker Eradication Program, 6901 West
Sunrise Boulevard, Plantation, FL
33313. The completed application
should be accompanied by a copy of the
public order directing the destruction of
the trees and its accompanying
inventory that describes the number and
the variety of trees removed. Your
completed application must be sent to
the USDA Citrus Canker Eradication
Program, Attn: Commercial Tree
Replacement Program, c/o Division of
Plant Industry, 3027 Lake Alfred Road,
Winter Haven, FL 33881. Claims for
trees destroyed on or before October 16,
2000, must have been received on or
before December 15, 2000. Claims for
trees destroyed after October 16, 2000,
must be received within 60 days after
the destruction of the trees. The
Administrator may, on a case-by-case
basis, approve the consideration of late
claims when it appears that the claim
was late through no fault of the owner
of the trees, in the opinion of the
Administrator. However, any request for
consideration of a late claim must be
submitted to the Administrator on or
before August 19, 2002 for trees

destroyed on or before August 17, 2001,
and within 1 year after the destruction
of the trees for trees destroyed after
August 17, 2001.
* * * * *

Done in Washington, DC, this 13th day of
August 2001.
Bobby R. Acord,
Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 01–20779 Filed 8–16–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to all Boeing Model 767–200
series airplanes modified by
supplemental type certificate
SA5134NM, that requires modification
of the in-flight entertainment (IFE)
system. This action is necessary to
prevent the inability of the flight crew
to remove power from the IFE system
when necessary. Inability to remove
power from the IFE system during a
non-normal or emergency situation
could result in inability to control
smoke or fumes in the airplane flight
deck or cabin. This action is intended to
address the identified unsafe condition.
DATES: Effective September 21, 2001.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of September
21, 2001.
ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Flight Structures, Inc., 4407 172nd
Street NE., Arlington, Washington
98223. 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.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Louis Natsiopoulos, Aerospace
Engineer, Systems and Equipment
Branch, ANM–130S, FAA, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055–4056; telephone (425) 227–1279;
fax (425) 227–1181.
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 all Boeing Model
767–200 series airplanes modified by
supplemental type certificate (STC)
SA5134NM was published in the
Federal Register on March 2, 2001 (66
FR 13195). That action proposed to
require modification of the in-flight
entertainment (IFE) system.

Comments
Interested persons have been afforded

an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received.

One commenter states that it does not
operate any of the airplanes affected by
the proposed AD.

Use Modification Developed by
Airplane Manufacturer

One commenter requests that the FAA
revise the proposed AD to require
modification per procedures developed
by the airplane manufacturer (Boeing)
rather than by the STC holder (Flight
Structures, Inc.). The commenter states
that a modification developed by the
airplane manufacturer is appropriate
because installation of an IFE system
per the subject STC does not change the
power distribution from the production
configuration. The commenter
acknowledges the intent of the proposed
AD but would prefer a solution
developed by Boeing to ensure
commonality among all Boeing Model
767–200 series airplanes. The
commenter notes that such
commonality is important for operating
and maintenance procedures. The
commenter also adds that, if the FAA
adopts its recommendation, the
compliance time for the proposed AD
should be extended to allow time for
Boeing to release a service bulletin and
for the affected operators to do the
modification.

We do not concur with the
commenter’s request. The IFE system—
including the electrical components and
wiring that provides electrical power to
the system—was installed by the STC
holder and is not common to all Boeing
Model 767–200 series airplanes. The
fact that installation of the subject IFE
system was approved by STC indicates

that it represents a major change from
the design previously approved under
the type certificate for the Model 767–
200 series airplanes. As such, the STC
holder, not the airplane manufacturer, is
responsible for the development of
corrective actions for potential unsafe
conditions related to the equipment
installed per the STC.

Further, contrary to what the
commenter states, the installation of the
IFE system by the subject STC does
include wiring changes, as well as the
redesignation and reassignment of
several circuit breakers on the airplane.
The development of an appropriate
modification necessitates knowledge of
the wiring and circuit breaker changes
involved with installation of the system.
We cannot assume that the airplane
manufacturer has the necessary
engineering data, since these data are
proprietary to the holder of the subject
STC.

Also, since the STC holder has
already developed appropriate service
information (as described in the
proposed AD), there is no reason to
extend the compliance time as
requested by the commenter. No change
to the final rule is necessary in this
regard.

Use of Circuit Breakers as Power
Switches

One commenter disagrees with the
FAA’s inference in the preamble of the
proposed AD that circuit breakers are
used as power switches for the IFE
system, thereby causing the circuit
breaker to be opened and closed
frequently. The commenter states that
the IFE systems on its airplanes are
typically powered on all the time except
when maintenance on the IFE system is
necessary. The commenter notes that
this is consistent with how the majority
of airplane electrical systems are
managed. The commenter asserts that
the circuit breakers are only used to
deenergize the IFE system during non-
normal and emergency situations.

The commenter requests no specific
change to the AD. We acknowledge the
commenter’s statements, but find that
no change to the final rule is necessary.
We have determined that it is not
acceptable to rely on system circuit
breakers as the sole means of removing
power from the IFE system. The use of
circuit breakers as switches may result
in degradation of the circuit breakers to
the point where they may not trip at
their rated current. Also, during non-
normal or emergency situations, it is
essential for the crew to quickly remove
power from the IFE system to identify
and isolate smoke or fumes that may be
caused by the components or wiring of

the IFE system or to determine whether
the IFE system is not the source of
smoke or fumes. As stated in the
proposed rule, the circuit breakers for
the IFE system represent the only means
of removing power from the IFE
systems. In this case, these breakers are
located in the electronics bay and are
not readily accessible to the crew during
flight. Therefore, we find it necessary to
issue this AD to require modification of
the IFE system so that power can be
removed from it manually or
automatically without affecting other
systems necessary for safe flight and
landing of the airplane.

Conclusion

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 as proposed.

Cost Impact

There are approximately 13 Model
767–200 series airplanes modified by
STC SA5134NM in the worldwide fleet.
The FAA estimates that all 13 airplanes
are of U.S. registry and will be affected
by this AD, that it will take
approximately 8 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 $300 per
airplane. Based on these figures, the cost
impact of this AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $10,140, or $780 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 cost impact
figures discussed in AD rulemaking
actions represent only the time
necessary to perform the specific actions
actually required by the AD. These
figures typically do not include
incidental costs, such as the time
required to gain access and close up,
planning time, or time necessitated by
other administrative actions.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have a substantial direct effect 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, it is
determined that this final rule does not
have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132.

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 09:24 Aug 16, 2001 Jkt 194001 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 4700 Sfmt 4700 E:\FR\FM\17AUR1.SGM pfrm06 PsN: 17AUR1



43068 Federal Register / Vol. 66, No. 160 / Friday, August 17, 2001 / Rules and Regulations

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:
2001–16–20 Boeing: Amendment 39–12389.

Docket 2000–NM–235–AD.
Applicability: Model 767–200 series

airplanes modified by supplemental type
certificate (STC) SA5134NM, certificated in
any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
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 prevent the inability of the flight crew
to remove power from the in-flight
entertainment (IFE) system when necessary,
which, during a non-normal or emergency

situation, could result in inability to control
smoke or fumes in the airplane flight deck or
cabin; accomplish the following:

Modification

(a) Within 18 months after the effective
date of this AD, modify the IFE system to
change the source of electrical power for the
IFE system from the main bus to a utility bus,
in accordance with Flight Structures Service
Bulletin 90FS062–23–01, Revision 2, dated
September 21, 2000.

Spares

(b) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install an IFE system in
accordance with STC SA5134NM, on any
airplane, unless it is modified in accordance
with this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(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, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Seattle ACO.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Seattle ACO.

Special Flight Permits

(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.

Incorporation by Reference

(e) The actions shall be done in accordance
with Flight Structures Service Bulletin
90FS062–23–01, Revision 2, dated September
21, 2000. 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 Flight Structures, Inc., 4407 172nd
Street NE, Arlington, Washington 98223.
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.

Effective Date

(f) This amendment becomes effective on
September 21, 2001.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on August
9, 2001.
Vi L. Lipski,
Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 01–20587 Filed 8–16–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2000–NM–234–AD; Amendment
39–12388; AD 2001–16–19]

RIN 2120–AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 747–100 and –200 Series
Airplanes Modified by Supplemental
Type Certificate ST00196SE

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to all Boeing Model 747–100
and –200 series airplanes modified by
supplemental type certificate
ST00196SE, that requires modification
of the in-flight entertainment (IFE)
system and revision of the Airplane
Flight Manual. This action is necessary
to ensure that the flight crew is able to
remove electrical power from the IFE
system when necessary and is advised
of appropriate procedures for such
action. Inability to remove power from
the IFE system during a non-normal or
emergency situation could result in
inability to control smoke or fumes in
the airplane flight deck or cabin. This
action is intended to address the
identified unsafe condition.
DATES: Effective September 21, 2001.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of September
21, 2001.
ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from JAMCO America, Inc., 1018 80th
Street SW, Everett, Washington 98023.
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:
Stephen S. Oshiro, Aerospace Engineer,
Systems and Equipment Branch, ANM–
130S, FAA, Seattle Aircraft Certification
Office, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington 98055–4056; telephone
(425) 227–2793; fax (425) 227–1181.
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 all Boeing Model
747–100 and –200 series airplanes
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