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Actions Compliance Procedures

(1) Inspect the Instrument Subpanel electro-
luminescent panel for the installation of a ro-
tating beacon circuit breaker switch or any
other switch directly above the lower electro-
luminescent panel retaining screw.

Within the next 100 hours time-in-service
(TIS) after the effective date of this AD.

In accordance with the Accomplishment In-
structions section of Raytheon Mandatory
Service Bulletin SB 33–3452, Issued: May,
2001.

(i) If a blanking plug is installed above the
lower electroluminescent panel retaining
screw, ensure that the correct length
screw is installed. The correct length is
0.28 to 0.31 inches.

(ii) If the screw is not the correct length, in-
stall part number (P/N) MS35214–24.

(iii) If a rotating beacon circuit breaker
switch or any other switch is installed, in-
spect the switch for damage.

(2) Replace any damaged switch found during
the inspection required in paragraph (d)(1)(iii)
of this AD and replace the electroluminescent
panel retaining screw if it is not 0.28 to 0.31
inches in length with a P/N MS35214–24
screw.

Prior to further flight after the inspection re-
quired by paragraph (d)(1)(iii) of this AD.

In accordance with the Accomplishment In-
structions section of Raytheon Mandatory
Service Bulletin SB 33–3452, Issued: May,
2001.

(3) Only install an electroluminescent panel re-
taining screw in the lower part of the Instru-
ment Subpanel (underneath the circuit break-
er switches) that:.

As of the effective date of this AD ................... Not applicable.

(i) Has a length of at least 0.28 inches but
not longer than 0.31 inches; or

(ii) Is P/N MS35214–24 or FAA-approved
equivalent part number.

(e) Can I comply with this AD in any other
way? You may use an alternative method of
compliance or adjust the compliance time if:

(1) Your alternative method of compliance
provides an equivalent level of safety; and

(2) The Manager, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), approves your
alternative. Submit your request through an
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Wichita ACO.

Note: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in paragraph (a) of this AD,
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 (e)
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 you have not
eliminated the unsafe condition, specific
actions you propose to address it.

(f) Where can I get information about any
already-approved alternative methods of
compliance? Contact Todd Dixon, Aerospace
Engineer, FAA, Wichita Aircraft Certification
Office, 1801 Airport Road, Room 100, Mid-
Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas 67209;
telephone: (316) 946–4152; facsimile: (316)
946–4407.

(g) What if I need to fly the airplane to
another location to comply with this AD? The
FAA can issue a special flight permit under
sections 21.197 and 21.199 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197 and
21.199) to operate your airplane to a location

where you can accomplish the requirements
of this AD.

(h) How do I get copies of the documents
referenced in this AD? You may get copies of
the documents referenced in this AD from
Raytheon Aircraft Company, P.O. Box 85,
Wichita, Kansas 67201–0085. You may view
these documents at FAA, Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel, 901 Locust,
Room 506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on January
24, 2002.
Michael K. Dahl,
Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 02–2300 Filed 1–30–02; 8:45 am]
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Airworthiness Directives; Bell
Helicopter Textron Canada Model 407
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes
superseding an existing airworthiness
directive (AD) for Bell Helicopter

Textron Canada (BHTC) Model 407
helicopters. That AD currently requires
preflight checking and repetitively
inspecting the tailboom for a crack and
replacing the tailboom if a crack is
found. This action would require
increasing the area of inspection for
certain tailbooms and changing the
applicability to restrict the inspection
requirements to certain tailbooms that
have not been redesigned. This proposal
is prompted by cracking discovered in
other areas of certain tailbooms and
introduction of a redesigned tailboom
with a chemically milled skin, which
does not require the current inspections.
The actions specified by the proposed
AD are intended to remove certain
tailbooms from the applicability and to
increase the inspection requirements for
certain tailbooms to prevent separation
of the tailboom and subsequent loss of
control of the helicopter.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before April 1, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2001–SW–
53–AD, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room
663, Fort Worth, Texas 76137. You may
also send comments electronically to
the Rules Docket at the following
address: 9-asw-adcomments@faa.gov.
Comments may be inspected at the
Office of the Regional Counsel between
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9 a.m. and 3 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sharon Miles, Aviation Safety Engineer,
FAA, Rotorcraft Directorate, Regulations
Group, Fort Worth, Texas 76193–0111,
telephone (817) 222–5122, fax (817)
222–5961.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to

participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted in triplicate to
the address specified above. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this document may be changed in
light of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their mailed
comments submitted in response to this
proposal must submit a self-addressed,
stamped postcard on which the
following statement is made:
‘‘Comments to Docket No. 2001–SW–
53–AD. The postcard will be date
stamped and returned to the
commenter.

Availability of NPRMs
Any person may obtain a copy of this

NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Southwest Region, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 2001–SW–53–AD, 2601
Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort Worth,
Texas 76137.

Discussion
On March 21, 2000, the FAA issued

AD 2000–06–10, Amendment 39–11651
(65 FR 16804, March 30, 2000), to
require preflight checking and
repetitively inspecting the tailboom for
a crack and replacing the tailboom if a
crack is found. That action was
prompted by four reports of cracks on
the tailboom in the area of the
horizontal stabilizer. The requirements
of that AD are intended to prevent

separation of the tailboom and
subsequent loss of control of the
helicopter.

Since the issuance of AD 2000–06–10,
BHTC has issued Alert Service Bulletin
ASB 407–99–26, Revision B, dated June
14, 2001 (ASB), to announce the release
of an improved design tailboom
assembly, P/N 407–030–801–201, that
has been installed on BHTC Model 407
helicopters, serial number (S/N) 53476
and subsequent. The ASB states that
these redesigned tailboom assemblies do
not need the recurring inspection. For
affected tailbooms, the ASB specifies
extending the visual inspection to the
area near certain fasteners on the left
side of the tailboom forward of the
horizontal stabilizer. Transport Canada,
the airworthiness authority for Canada,
classified this ASB as mandatory and
issued AD CF–1999–17R1, dated July
24, 2001, to ensure the continued
airworthiness of these helicopters in
Canada.

This helicopter model is
manufactured in Canada and is type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of 14 CFR
21.29 and the applicable bilateral
agreement. Pursuant to this bilateral
agreement, Transport Canada has kept
the FAA informed of the situation
described above. The FAA has
examined the findings of Transport
Canada, reviewed all available
information, and determined that AD
action is necessary for products of this
type design that are certificated for
operation in the United States.

This unsafe condition is likely to exist
or develop on other helicopters of the
same type design. Therefore, the
proposed AD would supersede AD
2000–06–10 to contain the same
requirements but would increase the
areas of inspection for the tailbooms and
would reduce the applicability to
restrict the inspections to certain
tailbooms. Installing a redesigned
tailboom, P/N 407–030–801–201, would
constitute terminating action for the
requirements of this AD. An owner/
operator (pilot) holding at least a private
pilot certificate may perform the visual
check required by paragraph (a) of this
AD but must enter compliance with that
paragraph into the helicopter records in
accordance with 14 CFR 43.11 and
91.417(a)(2)(v). A pilot can perform this
check because it involves only a visual
check for a crack in the tailboom and is
a part of a normal pilot preflight check.

The FAA estimates that 200
helicopters of U.S. registry would be
affected by this proposed AD, that it
would take approximately 5 hours for
initial and recurring inspections per
helicopter, and that the average labor

rate is $60 per work hour. Based on
these figures, the total cost impact of the
proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $60,000 assuming no
tailboom will be replaced.

The regulations proposed herein
would 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 proposal
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, 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 copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation

safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the

authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend 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

removing Amendment 39–11651 (65 FR
16804, March 30, 2000), and by adding
a new airworthiness directive (AD), to
read as follows:
Bell Helicopter Textron Canada: Docket No.

2001–SW–53–AD. Supersedes AD 2000–
06–10, Amendment 39–11651, Docket
No. 99–SW–75–AD.

Applicability: Model 407 helicopters, serial
number (S/N) 53000 through 53475 with
tailboom, part number (P/N) 407–030–801–
101, –105, or –107, installed, certificated in
any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each helicopter
identified in the preceding applicability
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provision, regardless of whether it has been
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in
the area subject to the requirements of this
AD. For helicopters 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 (d) 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 separation of the tailboom and
subsequent loss of control of the helicopter,
accomplish the following:

(a) Before further flight and thereafter
before the first flight of each day, check the
tailboom for a crack in accordance with
Figure 1 of this AD. If a crack is found,

remove the tailboom before further flight. An
owner/operator (pilot) holding at least a
private pilot certificate may perform the
visual check required by this paragraph but
must enter compliance with this paragraph
into the helicopter records in accordance
with 14 CFR 43.11 and 91.417(a)(2)(v). A
pilot can perform this check because it
involves only a visual check for a crack in
the tailboom and is a part of a normal pilot
preflight check.
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U
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(b) Within 25 hours time-in-service (TIS)
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 50
hours TIS, visually inspect any tailboom with
600 or more hours TIS for a crack using a 10x
or higher magnifying glass in accordance
with the Accomplishment Instructions, Part
II, of Bell Helicopter Textron Alert Service
Bulletin ASB 407–99–26, Revision B, dated
June 14, 2001, except you are not required to
contact Bell Helicopter Product Support
Engineering. If a crack is found, remove the
tailboom before further flight.

(c) Installing a tailboom, P/N 407–030–
801–201, is terminating action for the
requirements of this AD.

(d) 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, Regulations
Group, Rotorcraft Directorate, FAA.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector,
who may concur or comment and then send
it to the Manager, Regulations Group.

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

(e) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with 14 CFR 21.197 and 21.199
to operate the helicopter to a location where
the requirements of this AD can be
accomplished.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Transport Canada AD CF–1999–17R1,
dated July 24, 2001.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on January 17,
2002.
David A. Downey,
Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 02–2427 Filed 1–30–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement

30 CFR Part 948

[WV–095–FOR]

West Virginia Regulatory Program

AGENCY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement, Interior.
ACTION: Proposed rule; public comment
period and opportunity for public
hearing.

SUMMARY: We, the Office of Surface
Mining Reclamation and Enforcement
(OSM) are announcing receipt of an
amendment to the West Virginia surface
mining regulatory program (the West
Virginia program) under the Surface
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of
1977 (SMCRA or the Act). West Virginia
proposes revisions to the Code of State
Regulations (CSR) and to the Code of

West Virginia (W. Va. Code) as
contained in Enrolled Senate Bill 689.
The amendment is intended to revise
the State’s Surface Mine Blasting Rule
and to amend the W. Va. Code
concerning preblast survey
requirements, site specific blasting
design requirements, and liability and
civil penalties in the event of property
damage.

This document gives the times and
locations that the West Virginia program
and proposed amendment to that
program are available for your
inspection, the comment period during
which you may submit written
comments on the amendment, and the
procedures that we will follow for the
public hearing, if one is requested.
DATES: We will accept written
comments until 4:30 p.m. (local time),
on March 4, 2002. If requested, we will
hold a public hearing on the
amendment on February 25, 2002. We
will accept requests to speak at the
hearing until 4:30 p.m. (local time), on
February 15, 2002.
ADDRESSES: You may mail or hand-
deliver written comments and requests
to speak at the hearing to Mr. Roger W.
Calhoun, Director, Charleston Field
Office at the address listed below.

You may review copies of the West
Virginia program, this amendment, a
listing of any scheduled public hearings,
and all written comments received in
response to this document at the
addresses listed below during normal
business hours, Monday through Friday,
excluding holidays. You may receive
one free copy of the amendment by
contacting OSM’s Charleston Field
Office.

Mr. Roger W. Calhoun, Director,
Charleston Field Office, Office of
Surface Mining Reclamation and
Enforcement, 1027 Virginia Street, East,
Charleston, West Virginia 25301,
Telephone: (304) 347–7158.

West Virginia Department of
Environmental Protection, 10 McJunkin
Road, Nitro, West Virginia 25143,
Telephone: (304) 759–0510. The
proposed amendment will be posted at
the Division of Mining and
Reclamation’s Internet web page: http:/
/www.dep.state.wv.us/mr.

In addition, you may review copies of
the proposed amendment during regular
business hours at the following
locations:

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement, Morgantown Area
Office, 75 High Street, Room 229, P.O.
Box 886, Morgantown, West Virginia
26507, Telephone: (304) 291–4004. (By
Appointment Only)

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement, Beckley Area Office,

313 Harper Park Drive, Suite 3, Beckley,
West Virginia 25801, Telephone: (304)
255–5265.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Roger W. Calhoun, Director, Charleston
Field Office; Telephone: (304) 347–
7158.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Background on the West Virginia Program
II. Description of the Proposed Amendment
III. Public Comment Procedures
IV. Procedural Determinations

I. Background on the West Virginia
Program

Section 503(a) of the Act permits a
State to assume primacy for the
regulation of surface coal mining and
reclamation operations on non-Federal
and non-Indian lands within its borders
by demonstrating that its program
includes, among other things, ‘‘* * * a
State law which provides for the
regulation of surface coal mining and
reclamation operations in accordance
with the requirements of the Act * * *;
and rules and regulations consistent
with regulations issued by the Secretary
pursuant to the Act.’’ See 30 U.S.C.
1253(a)(1) and (7). On the basis of these
criteria, the Secretary of the Interior
conditionally approved the West
Virginia program on January 21, 1981.
You can find background information
on the West Virginia program, including
the Secretary’s findings, the disposition
of comments, and conditions of
approval of the West Virginia program
in the January 21, 1981, Federal
Register (46 FR 5915). You can also find
later actions concerning West Virginia’s
program and program amendments at 30
CFR 948.10, 948.12, 948.13, 948.15, and
948.16.

II. Description of the Proposed
Amendment

By letter dated November 28, 2001
(Administrative Record Number WV–
1258), the WVDEP sent us a proposed
amendment to its program under
SMCRA (30 U.S.C. 1201 et seq.). The
proposed amendment consists of
changes to the W. Va. Code as contained
in Enrolled Senate Bill 689 concerning
blasting. The amendment also revises
the provisions of the Surface Mine
Blasting Rule at CSR 199–1. The full
text of the program amendment is
available for you to read at the locations
listed above under ADDRESSES. We are
also making available for public review
and comment Engrossed Senate Bill 689
because it clearly shows, via underline
and strikethrough, all the statutory
language that has been added or deleted
from the W. Va. Code as a result of
Senate Bill 689. Engrossed Senate Bill
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