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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
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applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of
new books are listed in the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each week.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Rural Utilities Service
7 CFR Part 1755

RUS Specification for Voice Frequency
Loading Coils

AGENCY: Rural Utilities Service, USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Rural Utilities Service
(RUS) hereby amends its regulations on
Telecommunications Standards and
Specifications for Materials, Equipment
and Construction, by rescinding the
current issue of RUS Bulletin 345-22,
RUS Specification for Voice Frequency
Loading Coils, PE-26. This specification
has become outdated because of
advancements made in the delivery of
telecommunications services to rural
subscribers.

DATES: Effective date: March 21, 2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charlie I. Harper, Jr., Chief, Outside
Plant Branch, Telecommunications
Standards Division, Rural Utilities
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
1400 Independence Avenue, SW., STOP
1598, Washington, DC 20250-1598,
telephone (202) 720-0667.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order 12866

This final rule is exempt from the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) review for the purposes of
Executive Order 12866 and, therefore
has not been reviewed by OMB.

Executive Order 12988

This final rule has been reviewed
under Executive Order 12988, Civil
Justice Reform. RUS has determined
that this final rule meets the applicable
standards provided in section 3 of that
Executive Order. In addition, all State
and local laws and regulations that are
in conflict with this rule will be

preempted, no retroactive effect will be
given to this rule, and, in accordance
with section 212(e) of the Department of
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994
(7 U.S.C. 6912(e)), administrative appeal
procedures, if any, must be exhausted
before an action against the Department
or its agencies may be initiated.

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification

RUS has determined that this rule
will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities, as defined in the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).
Loan documents between RUS and its
telecommunications borrowers require
borrowers to comply with certain
standards and specifications for the
construction of telecommunications
facilities financed with RUS loan funds.
This rule rescinds the requirements that
borrowers comply with an outdated
RUS Specification for Voice Frequency
Loading Coils. This rule relieves
borrowers of a requirement that no
longer represents best practices in the
telecommunications industry and
consequently will not have a significant
impact on the affected entities.

Information Collection and
Recordkeeping Requirements

This final rule contains no
information collection or recordkeeping
requirements under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35).

National Environmental Policy Act
Certification

The Administrator of RUS has
determined that this final rule will not
significantly affect the quality of the
human environment as defined by the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). Therefore,
this action does not require an
environmental impact statement or
assessment.

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

The program described by this final
rule is listed in the Catalog of Federal
Domestic Assistance programs under
No. 10.851, Rural Telephone Loans and
Loan Guarantees, and No. 10.852, Rural
Telephone Bank Loans. This catalog is
available on a subscription basis from
the Superintendent of Documents, the
United States Government Printing
Office, Washington, DC 20402—-9325.
Telephone (202) 512-1800.

Executive Order 12372

This final rule is excluded from the
scope of Executive Order 12372,
Intergovernmental Consultation, which
may require consultation with State and
local officials. See the final rule related
notice entitled, “Department Programs
and Activities Excluded from Executive
Order 12372, (50 FR 47034) advising
that RUS loans and loan guarantees
were not covered by Executive Order
12372.

Unfunded Mandates

This final rule contains no Federal
mandates (under the regulatory
provision of Title II of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act) for State, local,
and tribal governments or the private
sector. Thus, this final rule is not
subject to the requirements of section
202 and 205 of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act.

Background

RUS issues publications titled
“bulletins” which serve to guide
borrowers regarding already codified
policy, procedures, and requirements
needed to manage loans, loan guarantee
programs, and the security instruments
which provide for and secure RUS
financing. RUS issues standards and
specifications for construction of
telecommunications facilities financed
with RUS loan funds. After review of
RUS’s bulletin and specification
issuances, RUS has decided to rescind
the outdated RUS Bulletin 345-22, RUS
Specification for Voice Frequency
Loading Coils, PE-26, issued January
19, 1989. This bulletin is incorporated
by reference at 7 CFR 1755.97.

RUS Bulletin 345-22, RUS
Specification for Voice Frequency
Loading Coils, PE-26, specifies the
technical requirements for voice
frequency loading coils that are used in
aerial, direct burial, and underground
plant installations. Since RUS borrowers
are designing and constructing new
plant facilities capable of handling both
voice and data transmission which
require that loop lengths be shorter than
18,000 feet, the installation of voice
frequency loading coils in these new
transmission facilities using these
shorter loop lengths is no longer
required.

Therefore RUS is rescinding this
bulletin because of obsolescence.
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On January 31, 2002, RUS published
a proposed rule (67 FR 4679) to rescind
RUS Bulletin 345-22, RUS Specification
for Voice Frequency Loading Coils, PE—
26, because of obsolescence. Comments
on this proposed rule were due by April
1, 2002. One comment was received by
this due date. The commenter agreed
with RUS that the bulletin should be
rescinded because of obsolescence.
Since the commenter agreed with RUS,
RUS will rescind RUS Bulletin 345-22,
RUS Specification for Voice Frequency
Loading Coils, PE-26.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1755

Loan programs—communications,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Rural areas, Telephone.

For reasons set out in the preamble,
RUS amends Chapter XVII of title 7 of
the Code of Federal Regulations as
follows:

PART 1755—TELECOMMUNICATIONS
STANDARDS AND SPECIFICATIONS
FOR MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT AND
CONSTRUCTION.

1. The authority citation for part 1755
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 901 et seq., 1921 et
seq., 6941 et seq.

§1755.97 [Amended]

2. Section 1755.97 is amended by
removing the entry “RUS Bulletin No.
345-22" from the table.

Dated: January 3, 2003.

Hilda Gay Legg,

Administrator, Rural Utilities Service.

[FR Doc. 03—-3746 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-15-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
12 CFR Part 211

Regulation K; Docket No. R-1143;
International Banking Operations

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.
ACTION: Interpretation.

SUMMARY: The Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System has issued an
interpretation concerning the
underwriting by foreign banks of
securities to be distributed in the United
States. The interpretation clarifies that a
foreign bank that wishes to engage in
such activity must either be a financial
holding company or have authority to
engage in underwriting activity under
section 4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding
Company Act.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 19, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen M. O’Day, Associate General
Counsel (202/452-3786), Ann Misback,
Assistant General Counsel (202/452—
3788), or Michael Waldron, Counsel
(202/452-2798), Legal Division, Board
of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, 20th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20551.
For users of Telecommunications
Devices for the Deaf (TDD) only, contact
202/263-4869.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A number
of foreign banks that are subject to the
Bank Holding Company Act (“BHC
Act”), but do not have authority to
engage in underwriting activity in the
United States, have participated as co-
managers in the underwriting of
securities that are to be distributed in
the United States. The foreign banks use
U.S. offices or affiliates to engage in
activities conducted in support of the
underwriting transaction for which the
U.S. offices or affiliates are compensated
by the foreign bank. The foreign bank
becomes a member of the underwriting
syndicate but does not distribute any of
the securities in the United States or
elsewhere. The foreign banks take the
position that they are not engaged in
underwriting in the United States
because any underwriting obligation is
booked outside the United States.

A foreign bank that is subject to the
BHC Act may engage in underwriting
activities in the United States only if it
has been authorized under section 4 of
that Act. Section 225.124 of the Board’s
Regulation Y states that a foreign bank
will not be considered to be engaged in
the activity of underwriting in the
United States if the shares to be
underwritten are distributed outside the
United States. In the transactions in
question, all of the securities were
distributed in the United States.

Regulation K defines “engaged in
business” and “‘engaged in activities” to
mean conducting an activity through an
office or subsidiary in the United States.
In 1985, however, the Board amended
another provision of Regulation K to
clarify that, with respect to securities
activities, the location of the prohibited
activity was not dependent on being
conducted through an office or
subsidiary in the United States. Section
211.23(f)(5)(ii) of Regulation K states
that a foreign banking organization shall
not:

Directly underwrite, sell, or distribute, nor
own or control more than 10 percent of the
voting shares of a company that underwrites,
sells, or distributes securities in the United
States, except to the extent permitted bank
holding companies;

In adopting the provision, the Board
stated in part that it was intended to

clarify that no part of the prohibited
underwriting process may take place in
the United States. Thus, the prohibition
did not depend on the activity being
conducted through a U.S. office or
subsidiary. The definition of “engaged
in business” in Regulation K is not
intended to operate as authority to allow
banking organizations to avoid
regulatory restrictions in the United
States by conducting activities from
abroad, as the 1985 revision of
§211.23(f)(5)(ii) made clear.

Technological and regulatory changes
since the Regulation K definition of
“engaged in business” was adopted in
1979 have eliminated some of the
barriers to the delivery of cross-border
services into the United States. Many of
the services that can now be provided
on a cross-border basis, including
securities and insurance, were not
permissible activities for banking
organizations to conduct in the United
States prior to the enactment of the
Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act (“GLB Act”)
and generally can be conducted by
banking organizations in the United
States today only in conformance with
the requirements of that Act. To allow
activities to be conducted in the United
States from abroad would undermine
the careful framework adopted in the
GLB Act, which is available to both
domestic and foreign banking
organizations.

As aresult, the Board believes it
would be appropriate to issue this
interpretation in order to clarify the
scope of existing restrictions on
underwriting by foreign banks.
Specifically, the Board wishes to clarify
that the underwriting by a banking
organization subject to the BHC Act of
securities to be distributed in the United
States is an activity that is considered to
be conducted in the United States. Such
activity may only be conducted by a
banking organization that is a financial
holding company under the GLB Act or
has so-called section 20 authority under
section 4(c)(8) of the BHC Act.

List of Subjects in 12 CFR Part 211

Exports, Federal Reserve System,
Foreign banking, Holding companies,
Investments, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Authority and Issuance
For the reasons set forth in the

preamble, the Board amends 12 CFR
Part 211 as follows:
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PART 211—INTERNATIONAL
BANKING OPERATIONS
(REGULATION K)

1. The authority citation for part 211
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 12 U.S.C. 221 et seq., 1818,
1835a, 1841 et seq., 3101 et seq., and 3901
et seq.

2. Part 211 is amended by adding a
new §211.605 to read as follows:

§211.605 Permissible underwriting
activities of foreign banks.

(a) Introduction. A number of foreign
banks that are subject to the Bank
Holding Company Act (“BHC Act”)
have participated as co-managers in the
underwriting of securities to be
distributed in the United States despite
the fact that the foreign banks in
question do not have authority to engage
in underwriting activity in the United
States under either the Gramm-Leach-
Bliley Act (“GLB Act”) or section 4(c)(8)
of the BHC Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)).
This interpretation clarifies the scope of
existing restrictions on underwriting by
such foreign banks with respect to
securities that are distributed in the
United States.

(b) Underwriting transactions engaged
in by foreign banks. (1) In the
transactions in question, a foreign bank
typically becomes a member of the
underwriting syndicate for securities
that are registered and intended to be
distributed in the United States. The
lead underwriter, usually a registered
U.S. broker-dealer not affiliated with the
foreign bank, agrees to be responsible
for distributing the securities being
underwritten. The underwriting
obligation is assumed by a foreign office
or affiliate of the foreign bank.

(2) The foreign banks have used their
U.S. offices or affiliates to act as liaison
with the U.S. issuer and the lead
underwriter in the United States, to
prepare documentation and to provide
other services in connection with the
underwriting. In some cases, the U.S.
offices or affiliates that assisted the
foreign bank with the underwriting
receive a substantial portion of the
revenue generated by the foreign bank’s
participation in the underwriting. In
other cases, the U.S. offices receive
“credit” from the head office of the
foreign bank for their assistance in
generating profits arising from the
underwriting.

(3) By assuming the underwriting risk
and booking the underwriting fees in
their foreign offices or affiliates, the
foreign banks are able to take advantage
of an exemption under U.S. securities
laws; a foreign underwriter is not
required to register in the United States

if the underwriter either does not
distribute any of the securities in the
United States or distributes them only
through a registered broker-dealer.

(c) Permissible scope of underwriting
activities. (1) A foreign bank that is
subject to the BHC Act may engage in
underwriting activities in the United
States only if it has been authorized
under section 4 of the Act. The foreign
banks in question have argued that they
are not engaged in underwriting activity
in the United States because the
underwriting activity takes place only
outside the United States where the
transaction is booked. The foreign banks
refer to Regulation K, which defines
“engaged in business” or “‘engaged in
activities” to mean conducting an
activity through an office or subsidiary
in the United States. Because the
underwriting is not booked in a U.S.
office or subsidiary, the banks assert
that the activity cannot be considered
conducted in the United States.

(2) The Board believes that the
position taken by the foreign banks is
not supported by the Board’s regulations
or policies. Section 225.124 of the
Board’s Regulation Y (12 CFR
225.124(d)) states that a foreign bank
will not be considered to be engaged in
the activity of underwriting in the
United States if the shares to be
underwritten are distributed outside the
United States. In the transactions in
question, all of the securities to be
underwritten by the foreign banks are
distributed in the United States.

(3) Regulation K (12 CFR part 211)
was amended in 1985 to provide
clarification that a foreign bank may not
own or control voting shares of a foreign
company that directly underwrites, sells
or distributes securities in the United
States (emphasis added). 12 CFR
211.23(f)(5)(ii). In proposing this latter
provision, the Board clarified that no
part of the prohibited underwriting
process may take place in the United
States and that the prohibition on the
activity does not depend on the activity
being conducted through an office or
subsidiary in the United States.
Moreover, in the transactions in
question, there was significant
participation by U.S. offices and
affiliates of the foreign banks in the
underwriting process. In some
transactions, the foreign office at which
the transactions were booked did not
have any documentation on the
particular transactions; all
documentation was maintained in the
United States office. In all cases, the
U.S. offices or affiliates provided
virtually all technical support for
participation in the underwriting

process and benefitted from profits
generated by the activity.

(4) The fact that some technological
and regulatory constraints on the
delivery of cross-border services into the
United States have been eliminated
since the Regulation K definition of
“engaged in business” was adopted in
1979 creates greater scope for banking
organizations to deal with customers
outside the U.S. bank regulatory
framework. The definition in Regulation
K, however, does not authorize foreign
banking organizations to evade
regulatory restrictions on securities
activities in the United States by
directly underwriting securities to be
distributed in the United States or by
using U.S. offices and affiliates to
facilitate the prohibited activity. In the
GLB Act, Congress established a
framework within which both domestic
and foreign banking organizations may
underwrite and deal in securities in the
United States. The GLB Act requires
that banking organizations meet certain
financial and managerial requirements
in order to be able to engage in these
activities in the United States. The
Board believes the practices described
above undermine this legislative
framework and constitute an evasion of
the requirements of the GLB Act and the
Board’s Regulation K. Foreign banking
organizations that wish to conduct
securities underwriting activity in the
United States have long had the option
of obtaining section 20 authority and
now have the option of obtaining
financial holding company status.

(d) Conclusion. The Board finds that
the underwriting of securities to be
distributed in the United States is an
activity conducted in the United States,
regardless of the location at which the
underwriting risk is assumed and the
underwriting fees are booked.
Consequently, any banking organization
that wishes to engage in such activity
must either be a financial holding
company under the GLB Act or have
authority to engage in underwriting
activity under section 4(c)(8) of the BHC
Act (so-called “‘section 20 authority”).
Revenue generated by underwriting
bank-ineligible securities in such
transactions should be attributed to the
section 20 company for those foreign
banks that operate under section 20
authority.

Dated: By order of the Board of Governors,
February 7, 2003.
Jennifer J. Johnson,
Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 03—-3643 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-02—P
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2002—-CE-43-AD; Amendment
39-13051; AD 2003-04-03]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; SOCATA—
Groupe AEROSPATIALE Models TB 9,
TB 10, TB 20, TB 21, and TB 200
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to all SOCATA—Groupe
AEROSPATIALE (Socata) Models TB 9,
TB 10, TB 20, TB 21, and TB 200
airplanes. This AD requires you to
repetitively inspect the aileron control
gimbal joint for correct alignment and
correct operation, and replace any
misaligned or defective gimbal joint.
This AD is the result of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information
(MCAI) issued by the airworthiness
authority for France. The actions
specified by this AD are intended to
prevent failure of the aileron control
gimbal joint. Such failure could lead to
loss of control of the airplane.

DATES: This AD becomes effective on
April 7, 2003.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in the
regulations as of April 7, 2003.

ADDRESSES: You may get the service
information referenced in this AD from
SOCATA Groupe AEROSPATIALE,
Customer Support, Aerodrome Tarbes-
Ossun-Lourdes, BP 930—F65009 Tarbes
Cedex, France; telephone: 011 33 5 62
41 73 00; facsimile: 011 33 5 62 41 76
54; or the Product Support Manager,
SOCATA—Groupe AEROSPATIALE,
North Perry Airport, 7501 Pembroke
Road, Pembroke Pines, Florida 33023;

(954) 964—4141. You may view this
information at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2002—-CE—
43—-AD, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW, suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Karl
Schletzbaum, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Small Airplane Directorate, 901 Locust,
Room 301, Kansas City, Missouri 64106;
telephone: (816) 329—4146; facsimile:
(816) 329-4090.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

What events have caused this AD?
The Direction Générale de I’Aviation
Civile (DGAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for France,
recently notified FAA that an unsafe
condition may exist on all Socata
Models TB 9, TB 10, TB 20, TB 21, and
TB 200 airplanes. The DGAC reported
an incident involving a Model TB 9
airplane. During flight, the pilot
experienced loss of aileron control. Loss
of aileron control resulted because the
gimbal joint became disconnected from
the aileron.

The gimbal joint became disconnected
from the aileron because the safety pin
broke. The cause of the safety pin
breaking is being investigated by the
manufacturer. The result of the
investigation may result in a future
design change.

What is the potential impact if FAA
took no action? This condition, if not
corrected, could result in failure of the
aileron control gimbal joint. Such
failure could lead to loss of control of
the airplane.

Has FAA taken any action to this
point? We issued a proposal to amend
part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to include
an AD that would apply to all Socata
Models TB 9, TB 10, TB 20, TB 21, and
TB 200 airplanes. This proposal was
published in the Federal Register as a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)

The NPRM proposed to require you to
repetitively inspect the aileron control
gimbal joint for correct alignment and
correct operation, and replace any
misaligned or defective gimbal joint.

Was the public invited to comment?
The FAA encouraged interested persons
to participate in the making of this
amendment. We did not receive any
comments on the proposed rule or on
our determination of the cost to the
public.

FAA’s Determination

What is FAA’s final determination on
this issue? After careful review of all
available information related to the
subject presented above, we have
determined that air safety and the
public interest require the adoption of
the rule as proposed except for minor
editorial corrections. We have
determined that these minor
corrections:

—Provide the intent that was proposed
in the NPRM for correcting the unsafe
condition; and

—Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Is there a modification I can
incorporate instead of repetitively
inspecting the aileron control gimbal
joint? The FAA has determined that
long-term continued operational safety
would be better assured by design
changes that remove the source of the
problem rather than by repetitive
inspections or other special procedures.
With this in mind, FAA will continue
to work with Socata in collecting
information and in performing fatigue
analysis to determine whether a future
design change may be necessary.

Cost Impact

How many airplanes does this AD
impact? We estimate that this AD affects
346 airplanes in the U.S. registry.

What is the cost impact of this AD on
owners/operators of the affected
airplanes? We estimate the following
costs to accomplish the initial

telephone: (954) 893—1400; facsimile: on November 15, 2002 (67 FR 69154). inspection:
Total Total Cost
Labor cost Parts cost cost per on U.S.
airplane operators

2 workhours x $60 per hour = $120

... | No parts required for inspection ....................

$120 | $120 x 346 = $41,520

The FAA has no method of determining the number of repetitive inspections each owner/operator will incur over the
life of each of the affected airplanes so the cost impact is based on the initial inspection.

We estimate the following costs to accomplish any necessary replacements that will be required based on the results
of the inspection. We have no way of determining the number of airplanes that may need such replacement:
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Total cost per
Labor cost Parts cost airplane
6 WOrkhours X $60 PEr NOUN = B30 .....ccveeiieiiiieiiiiiii ettt ettt et sbe e e e ebeesie e $469 | $360 + $469 = $829

Regulatory Impact

Does this AD impact various entities?
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.

Does this AD involve a significant rule
or regulatory action? 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 copy of the final
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, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under 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. FAA amends §39.13 by adding a
new AD to read as follows:

2003-04-03 SOCATA—Groupe Aerospatiale:
Amendment 39-13051; Docket No.
2002—CE-43-AD.

(a) What airplanes are affected by this AD?
This AD affects Models TB 9, TB 10, TB 20,
TB 21, and TB 200 airplanes, all serial
numbers, that are certificated in any category.

(b) Who must comply with this AD?
Anyone who wishes to operate any of the
airplanes identified in paragraph (a) of this
AD must comply with this AD.

(c) What problem does this AD address?
The actions specified by this AD are intended
to prevent failure of the aileron control
gimbal joint. Such failure could lead to loss
of control of the airplane.

(d) What actions must I accomplish to
address this problem? To address this
problem, you must accomplish the following:

Actions

Compliance

Procedures

(1) Inspect the aileron control gimbal joint for
correct alignment and correct operation.

Upon accumulating 300 hours time-in-service
(TIS) on the aileron control gimbal joint or
within the next 30 hours TIS after April 7,
2003 (the effective date of this AD), which-
ever occurs later. Repetitively inspect there-
after at intervals not to exceed 100 hours
TIS.

In accordance with the Accomplishment In-
structions in Socata TB Aircraft Mandatory
Service Bulletin SB 10-130 27, dated April
2002.

(2) Replace misaligned or defective gimbal
joints found during any inspection required in
paragraph (d)(1) of this AD.

Prior to further flight after the inspection
where a misaligned or defective gimbal joint
was found. The inspection requirements of
paragraph (d)(1) start over after each re-
placement.

In accordance with the Accomplishment In-
structions in Socata TB Aircraft Mandatory
Service Bulletin SB 10-130 27, dated April
2002, and the applicable maintenance man-
ual.

(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, Standards Office, Small
Airplane Directorate, approves your
alternative. Submit your request through an
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Standards Office.

Note 1: 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 Karl Schletzbaum,
Aerospace Engineer, FAA, Small Airplane
Directorate, 901 Locust, Room 301, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; telephone: (816) 329—
4146; facsimile: (816) 329-4090.

(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) Are any service bulletins incorporated
into this AD by reference? Actions required
by this AD must be done in accordance with
Socata TB Aircraft Mandatory Service
Bulletin SB 10-130 27, dated April 2002. The
Director of the Federal Register approved this

incorporation by reference under 5 U.S.C.
552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. You may get copies
from SOCATA Groupe AEROSPATIALE,
Customer Support, Aerodrome Tarbes-Ossun-
Lourdes, BP 930—F65009 Tarbes Cedex,
France; telephone: 011 33 5 62 41 73 00;
facsimile: 011 33 5 62 41 76 54; or the
Product Support Manager, SOCATA Groupe
AEROSPATIALE, North Perry Airport, 7501
Pembroke Road, Pembroke Pines, Florida
33023; telephone: (954) 893—1400; facsimile:
(954) 964—4141. You may view copies at the
FAA, Central Region, Office of the Regional
Counsel, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas City,
Missouri, or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., suite
700, Washington, DC.

Note 2: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French AD 2002-225(A), dated May 15,
2002.

(i) When does this amendment become
effective? This amendment becomes effective
on April 7, 2003.
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Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
February 6, 2002.

Michael Gallagher,

Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03—3614 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2002—CE-14-AD; Amendment
39-13055; AD 2003-04-07]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; British
Aerospace Model HP.137 Jetstream
Mk.1, Jetstream Series 200, Jetstream
Series 3101, and Jetstream Model 3201
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to all British Aerospace Model
HP.137 Jetstream MKk.1, Jetstream Series
200, Jetstream Series 3101, and
Jetstream Model 3201 airplanes. This
AD requires you to repetitively inspect
the horizontal and vertical stabilizer
attachment fittings and associated
hardware for corrosion and wear
(damage). If damage is found, this AD
also requires you to repair or replace the
damaged parts. This AD is the result of
mandatory continuing airworthiness
information (MCAI) issued by the
airworthiness authority for the United
Kingdom. The actions specified by this
AD are intended to detect and correct
damage on the horizontal and vertical
stabilizer attachment fittings and
associated hardware, which could result
in failure of the attachment fittings.
Such failure could lead to flutter and
subsequent structural failure of the
empennage.

DATES: This AD becomes effective on
April 7, 2003.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference

of certain publications listed in the
regulations as of April 7, 2003.

ADDRESSES: You may get the service
information referenced in this AD from
British Aerospace Regional Aircraft,
Prestwick International Airport,
Ayrshire, KA9 2RW, Scotland;
telephone: (01292) 672345; facsimile:
(01292) 671625. You may view this
information at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2002—-CE~
14—-AD, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Doug Rudolph, Aerospace Engineer,
FAA, Small Airplane Directorate, 901
Locust, Room 301, Kansas City,
Missouri 64106; telephone: (816) 329—
4059; facsimile: (816) 329-4090.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Discussion

What events have caused this AD?
The Civil Aviation Authority (CAA),
which is the airworthiness authority for
the United Kingdom, recently notified
FAA that an unsafe condition may exist
on all British Aerospace Model HP.137
Jetstream MKk.1, Jetstream Series 200,
Jetstream Series 3101, and Jetstream
Model 3201 airplanes. The CAA reports
that, during regular scheduled
maintenance, an operator discovered
fretting corrosion on the horizontal and
vertical stabilizer attachment bolts on an
in-service Jetstream Series 4100
airplane. The Jetstream Series 4100
airplane has a similar structural layout
in the affected area to those affected by
this action. The corrosion is occurring
on the eye bolt shanks and the
horizontal and vertical stabilizer
forward and rear attachment fitting lugs
on the contact faces. There have been 10
reported cases of corrosion found on
Jetstream Series 3101 and Jetstream
Model 3201 airplanes.

What is the potential impact if FAA
took no action? This condition, if not
detected and corrected, could result in
failure of the horizontal and vertical
stabilizer attachment fittings. Such
failure could lead to flutter and

subsequent structural failure of the
empennage.

Has FAA taken any action to this
point? We issued a proposal to amend
part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to include
an AD that would apply to all British
Aerospace Model HP.137 Jetstream
Mk.1, Jetstream Series 200, Jetstream
Series 3101, and Jetstream Model 3201
airplanes. This proposal was published
in the Federal Register as a
supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) on December 10,
2002 (67 FR 75819). The supplemental
NPRM proposed to require you to
repetitively inspect the forward and rear
horizontal and vertical stabilizer
attachment fittings and associated
hardware for corrosion and wear
(damage). The supplemental NPRM also
proposed to require you to, if damage is
found during any inspection, repair or
replace the damaged parts.

Was the public invited to comment?
The FAA encouraged interested persons
to participate in the making of this
amendment. We did not receive any
comments on the supplemental
proposed rule or on our determination
of the cost to the public.

FAA’s Determination

What is FAA’s final determination on
this issue? After careful review of all
available information related to the
subject presented above, we have
determined that air safety and the
public interest require the adoption of
the rule as proposed except for minor
editorial corrections. We have
determined that these minor
corrections:

—Provide the intent that was proposed
in the supplemental NPRM for
correcting the unsafe condition; and
—do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the supplemental NPRM.

Cost Impact

How many airplanes does this AD
impact? We estimate that this AD affects
250 airplanes in the U.S. registry.

What is the cost impact of this AD on
owners/operators of the affected
airplanes? We estimate the following
costs to accomplish the inspection:

Labor cost

Parts cost

Total cost on U.S.
operators

Total cost per
airplane

120 workhours x $60 = $7,200. ......cc.cccevevrnneen.

No parts required

$7,200 | $7,200 x 250 = $1,800,000

The FAA has no method of
determining the number of repetitive
inspections each owner/operator will

incur over the life of each of the affected
airplanes so the cost impact is based on
the initial inspection.

The FAA has no method of
determining the number of repairs each
owner/operator will incur over the life
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of each of the affected airplanes based
on the results of the inspections. We
have no way of determining the number
of airplanes that may need such repair.
The extent of damage will vary on each
airplane.

Compliance Time of This AD

What is the compliance time of this
AD? The compliance time of this AD is
“upon accumulating 8 calendar years on
the airframe or within the next 12
months after the effective date of this
AD, whichever occurs later.”

Why is the compliance time presented
in calendar time instead of hours time-
in-service (TIS)? The unsafe condition
specified by this AD is caused by
corrosion. Corrosion can occur
regardless of whether the aircraft is in
operation or is in storage. Therefore, to
assure that the unsafe condition
specified in this AD does not go
undetected for a long period of time, the
compliance is presented in calendar
time instead of hours time-in-service
(TIS). This will allow the owners/
operators to work the inspection into
regularly scheduled maintenance.

Regulatory Impact

Does this AD impact various entities?
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.

Does this AD involve a significant rule
or regulatory action? 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 copy of the final
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, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under 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. FAA amends § 39.13 by adding a
new AD to read as follows:

2003-04-07 British Aerospace:
Amendment 39-13055; Docket No.
2002—-CE-14-AD.

(a) What airplanes are affected by this AD?
This AD affects Model HP.137 Jetstream
Mk.1, Jetstream Series 200, Jetstream Series
3101, and Jetstream Model 3201 airplanes, all
serial numbers, that are certificated in any
category.

(b) Who must comply with this AD?
Anyone who wishes to operate any of the
airplanes identified in paragraph (a) of this
AD must comply with this AD.

(c) What problem does this AD address?
The actions specified by this AD are intended
to detect and correct corrosion and/or wear
(damage) on the horizontal and vertical
stabilizer attachment fittings and associated
hardware, which could result in failure of the
attachment fittings. Such failure could lead
to flutter and subsequent structural failure of
the empennage.

(d) What actions must I accomplish to
address this problem? To address this
problem, you must accomplish the following:

Actions

Compliance

Procedures

(1) Visually inspect the forward and rear hori-
zontal stabilizer attachment bolts and associ-
ated hardware for corrosion (i.e., pitting or a
change of color in the surface) and wear
(damage).

Initially inspect upon accumulating 8 years on
the airframe or within the next 12 calendar
months after April 7, 2003 (the effective
date of this AD), whichever occurs later.
Repetitively inspect thereafter at intervals
not to exceed 8 years.

In accordance with British Aerospace Jet-
stream Mandatory Service Bulletin
JA020543, Original Issue: October

2002.

24,

(2) If corrosion or wear is found during any in-
spection required in paragraph (d)(1) of this
AD, replace or repair any damaged part in
accordance with the procedures specified in
the manufacturer's service bulletin.

(3) Visually inspect the forward and rear hori-
zontal and vertical stabilizer attachment fit-
tings and the forward eye bolts of the vertical
stabilizer for corrosion or damage at the lug
faces.

(4) If corrosion or damage is found during any
inspection required in paragraph (d)(3) of this
AD:.

(i) Replace or repair any damaged part in ac-
cordance with the procedures specified in the
manufacturer’s service bulletin; or

(i) If damage exceeds the limits defined in the
manufacturer's service bulletin, obtain a re-
pair scheme from the manufacturer through
the FAA at the address specified in para-
graph (f) of this AD; and

(iii) Incorporate this repair scheme

Prior to further flight after the inspection in
which the damage was found.

Initially inspect upon accumulating 8 years on
the airframe or within the next 12 calendar
months after April 7, 2003 (the effective
date of this AD), whichever occurs later.
Repetitively inspect thereafter at intervals
not to exceed 8 years.

Prior to further flight after the inspection in
which the damage was found.

Jet-
55—
24,

In accordance with British Aerospace
stream Mandatory Service Bulletin
JA020543, Original Issue: October
2002.

In accordance with British Aerospace Jet-

stream Mandatory Service Bulletin

JA020543, Original Issue: October

2002.

24,

Repair in accordance with the repair scheme
obtained from British Aerospace Regional
Aircraft, Prestwick International Airport, Ayr-
shire, KA92RW, Scotland. Obtain this repair
scheme through the FAA at the address
specified in paragraph (f) of this AD.
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Note 1: Although not required by this AD,
FAA highly recommends you accomplish
Highly Recommended Corrosion Prevention
Tasks in British Aerospace Jetstream Service
Bulletin 55-JA020544, Original Issue:
October 24, 2002, upon accomplishing the
initial inspection of this AD and during
repetitive inspections if damage is found.

(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, Standards Office, Small
Airplane Directorate, approves your
alternative. Submit your request through an
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Standards Office.

Note 2: 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 Doug Rudolph,
Aerospace Engineer, FAA, Small Airplane
Directorate, 901 Locust, Room 301, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; telephone: (816)

329-4059; facsimile: (816) 329-4090.

(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
§§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) Are any service bulletins incorporated
into this AD by reference? Actions required
by this AD must be done in accordance with
British Aerospace Jetstream Mandatory
Service Bulletin 55-JA020543, Original Issue:
October 24, 2002. The Director of the Federal
Register approved this incorporation by
reference under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51. You may get copies from British
Aerospace Regional Aircraft, Prestwick
International Airport, Ayrshire, KA9 2RW,
Scotland; telephone: (01292) 672345;
facsimile: (01292) 671625. You may view
copies at the FAA, Central Region, Office of
the Regional Counsel, 901 Locust, Room 506,
Kansas City, Missouri, or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol Street,
NW, suite 700, Washington, DC.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in British Aerospace Jetstream Mandatory
Service Bulletin 55-JA020543, Original Issue:
October 24, 2002. This service bulletin is
classified as mandatory by the United
Kingdom Civil Aviation Authority (CAA).

(i) When does this amendment become
effective? This amendment becomes effective
on April 7, 2003.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
February 7, 2003.

Dorenda D. Baker,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03-3613 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2002—-CE—-04-AD; Amendment
39-13050; AD 2003-04-02]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; APEX
Aircraft Model CAP 10B Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 98—12-10
and AD 99-21-23, which currently
apply to APEX Aircraft (APEX) Model
CAP 10B airplanes. AD 98-12-10
requires installing an inspection
opening in the wing, repetitively
inspecting the upper and lower wing
spars for structural cracking, and, if any
cracks are found, repairing the cracks in
accordance with a repair method. AD
99-21-23 requires restricting the entry
speed for performing flick maneuvers to
97 knots, inserting a copy of the AD into
the Limitations Section of the CAP 10B
flight manual, and fabricating and
installing a placard (in the cockpit of the
airplane within the pilot’s clear view)
that indicates this limitation. This AD is
the result of mandatory continuing
airworthiness information (MCAI)
issued by the airworthiness authority for
France. This AD retains the wing
modification and repair requirements
from AD 98-12-10. This AD also
incorporates new repetitive inspection
procedures, further reduces the flick
maneuver speed specified in AD 99-21—
23, and temporarily reduces the load
factor limits prior to the initial
inspection. The actions specified by this
AD are intended to provide the flight
information necessary to the pilot so
that excessive speed is not used during
aerobatic maneuvers and to detect and
correct structural cracks in the wing
spar, which could result in the wing
separating from the airplane. Such
failure could lead to loss of control of
the airplane.
DATES: This AD becomes effective on
April 4, 2003.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference

of certain publications listed in the
regulations as of April 4, 2003.

The Director of the Federal Register
previously approved the incorporation
by reference of Avions Mudry Service
Bulletin CAP10B No. 16 (ATA 57—-004),
dated April 27, 1992, as listed in the
regulations as of July 23, 1993 (58 FR
31342, June 2, 1993).

ADDRESSES: You may get the service
information referenced in this AD from
APEX Aircraft, Direction Technique,
Route de Troyes, F21121 Darois, France;
telephone: +33 (380) 356 510; facsimile:
+33 (380) 356 515. You may view this
information at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2002-CE—
04-AD, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: S.M.
Nagarajan, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Small Airplane Directorate, 901 Locust,
Room 301, Kansas City, Missouri 64106;
telephone: (816) 329—-4145; facsimile:
(816) 329-4090.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

Has FAA taken any action to this
point? The Direction Generale De
L’Aviation Civile (DGAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for France,
notified FAA that it was receiving
reports of cracks on the upper and lower
surfaces of the wing spar. The DGAC
reported that the cracking was occurring
as a result of exceeding the load limit
determined for the airplane, executing
snap roll maneuvers outside the
envelope for which the airplane is
certificated, and experiencing repetitive
hard landings. This 1 condition caused
us to issue AD 98—12—-10, Amendment
39-10566 (63 FR 31104, June 8, 1988).
AD 98-12-10 requires the following on
Model CAP 10B airplanes, all serial
numbers through 263:

—Installing an inspection opening in
the wing;

—Repetitively inspecting the upper and
lower wing spars for structural
cracking; and

—If any cracks are found, repairing the
cracks.

Accomplishment of these actions is
required in accordance with Avions
Mudry Service Bulletin No. 15,
CAP10B-57-003, Revision 1, dated
April 3, 1996, and Avions Mudry
Service Bulletin CAP10B No. 16 (ATA
57-004), dated April 27, 1992.

The DGAC also reported that there
was no airspeed limitation for
performing flick maneuvers during
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aerobatic flight. The speeds listed in

sections 4 and 7 of the CAP 10B flight

manual are only recommendations
instead of required speeds.

Without required entry speeds for
flick maneuvers when performing
aerobatic flight, the pilot could use
excessive speed and cause the wing to
separate from the airplane. This
situation caused us to issue AD 99-21—
23, Amendment 39-11368 (64 FR
55416, October 13, 1999). AD 99-21-23
requires the following on Model CAP
10B airplanes, all serial numbers:
—Restricting the entry speed for

performing flick maneuvers to 97

knots;

—Inserting a copy of the AD into the
Limitations Section of the CAP 10B
flight manual; and

—Fabricating and installing a placard
(in the cockpit of the airplane within
the pilot’s clear view).

What has happened since AD 98-12-
10 and AD 99-21-23 to initiate this
action? The DGAC notified the FAA that
an unsafe condition may still exist on
all APEX Model CAP 10B airplanes,
which created the need to change AD
98-12-10 and AD 99-21-23. The DGAC
reports that additional fractures in the
wing spar are being found that were not
detected using the inspection
procedures specified in AD 98-12-10.

Has FAA taken any action to this
point? We issued a proposal to amend
part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to include
an AD that would apply to all APEX
Model CAP 10B airplanes. This
proposal was published in the Federal
Register as a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) on July 2, 2002 (67
FR 44404). The NPRM proposed to
supersede AD 98-12—-10 and AD 99-21—
23 with a new AD that would require
the following:

—Installing an inspecting opening in
each wing;

—Temporarily reducing the load factor
limits until completion of the initial
inspection of the upper and lower
surfaces of the wing spar and landing
gear attachment blocks and are found
free of cracks;

—Repetitively inspecting the upper and
lower surfaces of the wing spar and
the landing gear attachment blocks for
cracks;

—Reducing the flick maneuver speed;

—Inserting a copy of the AD into the
Limitation Section of the CAP 10B
flight manual; and

—Fabricating and installing a placard
that indicates the flick maneuver
speed in the cockpit in the pilot’s
clear view. The placard will
incorporate the following language:

“The Never-Exceed Airspeed for
Positive or Negative Flick Maneuvers Is
160 KM/H (86 KTS)”

What is the potential impact if FAA
took no action? This condition, if not
detected and corrected, could result in
structural cracks in the wing spar,
which could result in the wing
separating from the airplane. Such
failure could lead to loss of control of
the airplane.

Was the public invited to comment?
The FAA encouraged interested persons
to participate in the making of this
amendment. The following presents the
comments received on the proposal and
FAA’s response to each comment:

Comment Issue No. 1: Change the
Initial Compliance Time for Inspecting
the Upper Wing Spar Cap, the Main
Wing Spar Undersurface, and the
Landing Gear Attachment Blocks

What is the commenter’s concern?
The commenter states that the initial
inspection compliance time of within
the next 50 hours TIS after the effective
date of this AD should be increased to
55 hours TIS to coincide with French
AD Number 2001-616(A) R1, dated May
29, 2002.

What is FAA’s response to the
concern? We concur with the
commenter and will change the final
rule AD action to incorporate this
change.

Comment Issue No. 2: Change the
Repetitive Inspection Compliance Time
for the Landing Gear Attachment
Blocks

What is the commenter’s concern?
The commenters are concerned that
repetitively removing bolts to inspect
the landing gear attachment blocks for
cracks accelerates wear by elongating
the bolt holes, which promotes block
cracking. Requiring repetitive
inspections at intervals not to exceed
every 50 hours time-in-service (TIS) will
ultimately do more harm than good. The
commenters suggest that repetitive
inspections be performed at each annual
inspection.

What is FAA’s response to the
concern? We partially concur. We agree
that the intervals for repetitive

inspections of the landing gear
attachment blocks should be increased.
However, we cannot enforce a
compliance time of “‘at each annual
inspection.” The unsafe condition is
directly related to use and not calendar
time. Therefore, we are increasing the
intervals for repetitive inspections of the
landing gear attachment blocks to every
1,000 hours TIS.

We will change the final rule AD
action to incorporate this change.

Comment Issue No. 3: Change the
Repetitive Inspection Compliance Time
for the Upper Wing Spar Cap and the
Main Wing Spar Undersurface

What is the commenter’s concern?
The commenter states that the repetitive
inspection compliance time of every 50
hours TIS after the initial inspection
should be increased to 55 hours TIS to
coincide with intermediate inspection
requirements in French AD Number
2001-616(A) R1, dated May 29, 2002.
This is for the upper wing spar cap and
the main wing spar undersurface.

What is FAA’s response to the
concern? We concur with the
commenter and will change the final
rule AD action to incorporate this
change.

FAA’s Determination

What is FAA’s final determination on
this issue? We carefully reviewed all
available information related to the
subject presented above and determined
that air safety and the public interest
require the adoption of the rule as
proposed except for changing the
compliance time for the repetitive
inspection intervals and minor editorial
questions. We have determined that
these changes and minor corrections:

—Provide the intent that was proposed
in the NPRM for correcting the unsafe
condition; and

—Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Cost Impact

How many airplanes does this AD
impact? We estimate that this AD affects
36 airplanes in the U.S. registry.

What is the cost impact of this AD on
owners/operators of the affected
airplanes? We estimate the following
costs to accomplish the installation of
the inspection opening:
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Labor cost

Parts cost

Total cost on U.S.
operators

Total cost per
airplane

18 workhours x $60 per hour = $1,080

ing.

No parts required to make the inspection open-

$1,080 | $1,080 x 36 = $38,880

We estimate the following costs to accomplish the inspection(s):

Labor cost

Parts cost

Total cost on U.S.
operators

Total cost per
airplane

15 workhours x $60 per hour = $300

No parts required to perform the inspection

$300 | $300 x 36 = $10,800

The FAA has no method of
determining the number of repetitive
inspections each owner/operator will
incur over the life of each of the affected
airplanes so the cost impact is based on
the initial inspection.

The FAA has no method of
determining the number of repairs each
owner/operator will incur over the life
of each of the affected airplanes based
on the results of the inspections. We
have no way of determining the number
of airplanes that may need such repair.
The extent of damage may vary on each
airplane.

Accomplishing the flight manual and
placard requirements of this AD may be
performed by the owner/operator
holding at least a private pilot certificate
as authorized by § 43.7 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 43.7), and
must be entered into the aircraft records
showing compliance with this AD in
accordance with §43.9 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 43.9). The
only cost impact of this action is the
time it will take each owner/operator of
the affected airplanes to insert the
information into the flight manual and
fabricate and install the placard.

What is the difference between the
cost impact of this AD and the cost
impacts of AD 98-12-10 and AD 99-21—
237 The only difference between this
AD and AD 98-12-10 and AD 99-21—
23 is the change of inspection
procedures. The FAA has determined
that the costs of these changes are
minimal and does not increase the cost
impact over that already required by the
previous ADs.

Regulatory Impact

Does this AD impact various entities?
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.

Does this AD involve a significant rule
or regulatory action? 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 copy of the final
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, Incorporation by Reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under 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. FAA amends § 39.13 by removing
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 98-12-10,
Amendment 39-10566 (63 FR 31104,
June 8, 1988), and AD 99-21-23,
Amendment 39-11368 (64 FR 55416,
October 13, 1999), and by adding a new
AD to read as follows:

2003-04-02 Apex Aircraft (Avions Mudry
et Cie previously held type certificate
A36EU): Amendment 39-13050; Docket
No. 2002—CE—-04—-AD; Supersedes AD
98—-12-10, Amendment 39-10566, and
AD 99-21-23, Amendment 39-11368.

(a) What airplanes are affected by this AD?
This AD affects Model CAP 10B airplanes, all
serial numbers, that are certificated in any
category.

(b) Who must comply with this AD?
Anyone who wishes to operate any of the
airplanes identified in paragraph (a) of this
AD must comply with this AD.

(c) What problem does this AD address?
The actions specified by this AD are intended
to provide the flight information necessary to
the pilot so that excessive speed is not used
during aerobatic maneuvers and to detect and
correct structural cracks in the wing spar,
which could result in the wing separating
from the airplane. Such failure could lead to
loss of control of the airplane.

(d) What actions must I accomplish to address this problem? To address this problem, you must accomplish the following:

Actions

Compliance

Procedures

(1) For CAP 10 B airplanes, all serial numbers
through 263, install a permanent inspection
opening in the No. 1 wing rib. Inspection
openings are incorporated during production
for airplanes having a serial number of 264
or higher.

Within the next 100 hours time-in-service
(TIS) after July 23, 1993 (the effective date
of AD 93-10-11, which was superseded by
AD 98-12-10), unless already accom-
plished.

In accordance with Avions Mudry Service Bul-
letin CAP10B No. 16 ATA (57-004), dated
April 27, 1992.
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Actions Compliance Procedures
(2) For all airplanes, accomplish the following: Within the next 25 hours TIS after April 4, | Accomplish the limitations of paragraphs

(i) Restrict the load factors limitation to +5 &
—-3G's.

(i) Restrict the entry speed for performing flick
maneuvers to 86 knots through the incorpo-
ration of the following information into the
CAP 10B flight manual: “The never-exceed
airspeed for positive or negative flick maneu-
vers is 160 km/h (86 knots).”

(iii) Fabricate a placard that incorporates the
following words (using at least ¥s-inch letters)
and install this placard on the instrument
panel within the pilot's clear view: “THE
NEVER EXCEED AIRSPEED FOR POSI-
TIVE OR NEGATIVE FLICK MANEUVERS
IS 160 KM/H (86 KNOTS)".

2003 (the effective date of this AD).

(d)(2)(i) and (d)(2)(ii) of this AD by inserting
a copy of the AD into the Limitations Sec-
tion of the CAP 10B flight manual. The
owner/operator holding at least a private
pilot certificate as authorized by section
43.7 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR 43.7) may accomplish this flight
manual insertion and the placard require-
ments of paragraph (d)(2)(iii) of this AD.
Make an entry into the aircraft records
showing compliance with these portions of
the AD in accordance with section 43.9 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
43.9).

(3) Inspect the upper wing spar cap, the main
wing spar undersurface, and the landing gear
attachment blocks for cracks.

Initially inspect all areas within the next 55
hours TIS after April 4, 2003 (the effective
date of this AD). Repetitively inspect the
upper wing spar cap and the main wing
spar undersurface thereafter at intervals
not-to-exceed 55 hours TIS.

Repetitively inspect the landing gear attach-
ment blocks thereafter at intervals not-to-
exceed 1,000 hours TIS.

In accordance with APEX Aircraft CAP10B—
Upper spar cap inspection Document No.
1000913GB, Revision No. 00, dated Feb-
ruary 4, 2002; APEX Aircraft CAP10B—
Landing gear attachment blocks inspection
Document No. 1000914GB, Revision No.
00, dated February 4, 2002; and APEX Air-
craft CAP10B—Main spar undersurface in-
spection Document No. 1000915GB, Revi-
sion No. 00, dated February 4, 2002.

(4) If cracks are found during any inspection re-
quired in paragraph (d)(3) of this AD, accom-
plish the following:

(i) Obtain a repair scheme from the manufac-
turer through the FAA at the address speci-
fied in paragraph (f) of this AD;

(i) Incorporate this repair scheme; and

(iiiy The repair scheme will indicate whether or
not you may raise the load factor limits.

Obtain and incorporate the repair scheme
prior to further flight after the inspection in
which the cracks are found. Continue to in-
spect as specified in paragraph (d)(3) of
this AD.

In accordance with the repair scheme ob-
tained from APEX Aircraft, Direction Tech-
nique, Route de Troyes, F21121, Darois,
France. Obtain this repair scheme through
the FAA at the address specified in para-
graph (f) of this AD.

(5) If no cracks are found during the initial in-
spection required in paragraph (d)(3) of this
AD, you may raise load factor limits back to
+6 &—4.5 G's.

Prior to further flight after the initial inspection
required in paragraph (d)(3) of this AD in
which no cracks were found.

Not applicable.

Note 1: The service information specified
in paragraph (d)(3) of this AD is available on
CD-ROM from the manufacturer. You may
contact them at the address and phone
number in paragraph (h) of this AD.

(e) Can I comply with this AD in any other
way?

(1) You may use an alternative method of
compliance or adjust the compliance time if:

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

(ii) The Standards Office Manager, Small
Airplane Directorate, approves your
alternative. Submit your request through an
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Standards Office Manager.

(2) Alternative methods of compliance
approved in accordance with AD 98-12-10
and AD 99-21-23, which are superseded by
this AD, are not approved as alternative
methods of compliance with this AD.

Note 2: 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 S.M. Nagarajan,
Aerospace Engineer, FAA, Small Airplane
Directorate, 901 Locust, Room 301, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; telephone: (816) 329—
4145; facsimile: (816) 329-4090.

(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
§§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) Are any service bulletins incorporated
into this AD by reference?

(1) Actions required by this AD must be
done in accordance with Avions Mudry
Service Bulletin CAP10B No. 16 (ATA 57—
004), dated April 27, 1992; APEX Aircraft

CAP10B—Upper spar cap inspection
Document No. 1000913GB, Revision No. 00,
dated February 4, 2002; APEX Aircraft
CAP10B—Landing gear attachment blocks
inspection Document No. 1000914GB,
Revision No. 00, dated February 4, 2002; and
APEX Aircraft CAP10B—Main spar
undersurface inspection Document No.
1000915GB, Revision No. 00, dated February
4, 2002.

(i) The Director of the Federal Register
approved this incorporation by reference of
APEX Aircraft CAP10B—Upper spar cap
inspection Document No. 1000913GB,
Revision No. 00, dated February 4, 2002;
APEX Aircraft CAP10B—Landing gear
attachment blocks inspection Document No.
1000914GB, Revision No. 00, dated February
4, 2002; and APEX Aircraft CAP10B—Main
spar undersurface inspection Document No.
1000915GB, Revision No. 00, dated February
4, 2002, under 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part
51.

(ii) The Director of the Federal Register
previously approved the incorporation by
reference of Avions Mudry Service Bulletin
CAP10B No. 16 (ATA 57-004), dated April
27,1992, as listed in the regulations as of
July 23, 1993 (58 FR 31342, June 2, 1993).
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(2) You may get copies from APEX
AIRCRAFT, Direction Technique, Route de
Troyes, F21121 Darois, France; telephone:
+33 (380) 356 510; facsimile: +33 (380) 356
515. You may view copies at the FAA,
Central Region, Office of the Regional
Counsel, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas City,
Missouri, or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW, suite
700, Washington, DC.

(i) Does this AD action affect any existing
AD actions? This amendment supersedes AD
98-12-10, Amendment 39-10566 and AD
99-21-23, Amendment 39-11368.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French AD Number 2001-616(A) R1, dated
May 29, 2002.

(j) When does this amendment become
effective ? This amendment becomes effective
on April 4, 2003.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
February 4, 2003.

Michael Gallagher,

Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03—-3450 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2002-CE-47-AD; Amendment
39-13056; AD 2003-04-08]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Piaggio Aero
Industries S.p.A. Model P-180
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to certain Piaggio Aero
Industries S.p.A. (Piaggio) Model P-180
airplanes. This AD requires you to
install a placard on the inside of the
lavatory door that prohibits occupying
the lavatory seat during takeoff and
landing. This AD also requires you to
incorporate a temporary revision into
the Limitations Section of the pilot
operating handbook/airplane flight

manual (POH/AFM). This AD is the
result of mandatory continuing
airworthiness information (MCAI)
issued by the airworthiness authority for
Italy. The actions specified by this AD
are intended to prevent passengers from
occupying the lavatory seat during
takeoff and landing. The lavatory/cabin
partition could fail and lead to
passenger injury in an emergency
situation.

DATES: This AD becomes effective on
April 11, 2003.

The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference
of certain publications listed in the
regulations as of April 11, 2003.
ADDRESSES: You may get the service
information referenced in this AD from
Piaggio Aero Industries S.p.A, Via
Cibrario 4, 16154 Genoa, Italy;
telephone: +39 010 6481 856; facsimile:
+39 010 6481 374. You may view this
information at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2002—CE—
47-AD, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Doug Rudolph, Aerospace Engineer,
FAA, Small Airplane Directorate, 901
Locust, Room 301, Kansas City,
Missouri 64106; telephone: (816) 329—
4059; facsimile: (816) 329-4090.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

What events have caused this AD?
The Ente Nazionale per I’ Aviazione
Civile (ENAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for Italy,
recently notified FAA of a
manufacturing/installation defect on the
lavatory/cabin partitions on certain
Piaggio Model P-180 airplanes. The
lavatory/cabin partitions were installed
improperly and are not of sufficient
strength. This condition was found
during a quality control inspection.

What is the potential impact if FAA
took no action? Occupying the lavatory
seat during takeoff or landing could
result in failure of the lavatory/cabin

partition. Such failure could result in
passenger injury in an emergency
situation.

Has FAA taken any action to this
point? We issued a proposal to amend
part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to include
an AD that would apply to certain
Piaggio Model P-180 airplanes. This
proposal was published in the Federal
Register as a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) on November 21,
2002 (67 FR 70187). The NPRM
proposed to require you to install a
placard on the inside of the lavatory
door that prohibits occupying the
lavatory seat during takeoff and landing;
and incorporate a temporary revision
into the Limitations Section of the pilot
operating handbook/airplane flight
manual (POH/AFM).

Was the public invited to comment?
The FAA encouraged interested persons
to participate in the making of this
amendment. We did not receive any
comments on the proposed rule or on
our determination of the cost to the
public.

FAA’s Determination

What is FAA’s final determination on
this issue? After careful review of all
available information related to the
subject presented above, we have
determined that air safety and the
public interest require the adoption of
the rule as proposed except for minor
editorial corrections. We have
determined that these minor
corrections:

* Provide the intent that was
proposed in the NPRM for correcting the
unsafe condition; and

* Do not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed in the NPRM.

Cost Impact

How many airplanes does this AD
impact? We estimate that this AD affects
12 airplanes in the U.S. registry.

What is the cost impact of this AD on
owners/operators of the affected
airplanes? We estimate the following
costs to accomplish the placard
installation:

Parts | Total cost per | Total cost on U.S.
Labor cost cost airplane operators
1 WOTKNOUE X $60 = BB ....ceeoviiriririeeiietieti sttt r ettt sb e b en et ettt nr e renn s $20 $80 12 x $80 = $960

Compliance Time of This AD

What is the compliance time of this
AD? The compliance time of this AD is
“within the next 30 days after the

effective date of this AD, unless already
accomplished.”

Why is the compliance time presented
in calendar time instead of hours time-
in-service (TIS)? The compliance of this

AD is presented in calendar time
instead of hours TIS because the
lavatory/cabin partitions are unsafe as a
result of an improper installation. The
unsafe condition has the same chance of
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occurring on an airplane with 50 hours
TIS as it does for an airplane with 1,000
hours TIS. Therefore, we believe that a
compliance time of 30 days will:

 Ensure that the unsate condition
does not go undetected for a long period
of time on the affected airplanes; and

¢ Not inadvertently ground any of the
affected airplanes.

Regulatory Impact

Does this AD impact various entities?
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.

Does this AD involve a significant rule
or regulatory action? 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 copy of the final
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, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, under 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. FAA amends § 39.13 by adding a
new AD to read as follows:

2003-04-08 Piaggio Aero Industries S.p.A.:
Amendment 39-13056; Docket No.
2002—-CE-47-AD.

(a) What airplanes are affected by this AD?
This AD affects Model P—180 airplanes, serial
numbers 1002, 1004, 1006 through 1037,
1039, 1040, 1042, 1043, and 1045, that are:

(1) Equipped with a toilet seat; and

(2) Are certificated in any category.

(b) Who must comply with this AD?
Anyone who wishes to operate any of the
airplanes identified in paragraph (a) of this
AD must comply with this AD.

(c) What problem does this AD address?
The actions specified by this AD are intended
to prevent passengers from occupying the
lavatory seat during takeoff and landing. The
lavatory/cabin partition could fail and lead to
passenger injury in an emergency situation.

(d) What actions must I accomplish to
address this problem? To address this
problem, you must accomplish the following:

Actions

Compliance

Procedures

(1) Fabricate a placard that incorporates the following

Within the next 30 days after April

The owner/operator holding at least a private pilot

words (using at least Ya-inch black letters on a
white background) and install this placard on the in-
side of the lavatory door in front of the lavatory
seat: “LAVATORY SEAT CANNOT BE OCCUPIED
DURING TAKEOFF AND LANDING™.

11, 2003 (the effective date of
this AD), unless already accom-
plished.

certificate as authorized by section 43.7 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 43.7) may
fabricate and install the placard. Make an entry
into the aircraft records showing compliance with
these portions of the AD in accordance with sec-
tion 43.9 of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR 43.9).

(2) Incorporate into the Limitations Section of the pilot
operating handbook/airplane flight manual (POH/
AFM), page 4 of Piaggio Alert Service Bulletin No.
ASB-80-0164, Original Issue: September 10, 2001.

Within the next 30 days after April
11, 2003 (the effective date of
this AD), unless already accom-
plished.

The owner/operator holding at least a private pilot
certificate as authorized by §43.7 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 43.7) may accom-
plish the POH/AFM manual insertion of this AD.
Make an entry into the aircraft records showing
compliance with these portions of the AD in ac-
cordance with section 43.9 of the Federal Avia-
tion Regulations (14 CFR 43.9).

(3) As an alternative method of compliance to this
AD, you may modify the lavatory/cabin partition.

At any time as terminating action | In
for the placard and POH/AFM

requirements of this AD.

accordance with Piaggio Service Bulletin (Rec-
ommended) No. SB-80-0165, Original Issue:
September 10, 2001.

Note 1: Information about fabricating and
installing the placard and the POH/AFM
manual insertion is referenced in Piaggio
Alert Service Bulletin No. ASB-80-0164,
Original Issued: September 10, 2001.

(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, Standards Office, Small
Airplane Directorate, approves your
alternative. Submit your request through an
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Manager, Standards Office.

Note 2: 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 Doug Rudolph,
Aerospace Engineer, FAA, Small Airplane
Directorate, 901 Locust, Room 301, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; telephone: (816) 329—
4059; facsimile: (816) 329—4090.

(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
§§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) Are any service bulletins incorporated
into this AD by reference? The POH/AM
requirements of this AD must be done in
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accordance with Piaggio Alert Service
Bulletin No. ASB-80-0164, Original Issue:
September 10, 2001. The procedures for
accomplishing the optional modification of
this AD are contained in Piaggio Service
Bulletin (Recommended) No. SB-80-0165,
Original Issue: September 10, 2001. The
Director of the Federal Register approved this
incorporation by reference under 5 U.S.C.
552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. You may get copies
from Piaggio Aero Industries S.p.A, Via
Cibrario 4, 16154 Genoa, Italy; telephone:
+39 010 6481 856; facsimile: +39 010 6481.
You may view copies at the FAA, Central
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 901
Locust, Room 506, Kansas City, Missouri, or
at the Office of the Federal Register, 800
North Capitol Street, NW., Suite 700,
Washington, DC.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Italian AD Number 2001-513, dated
November 30, 2001.

(i) When does this amendment become
effective ? This amendment becomes effective
on April 11, 2003.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
February 10, 2003.
Michael Gallagher,

Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03-3870 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2001-SW-45-AD; Amendment
39-13053; AD 2003-04-05]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Robinson

Helicopter Company Model R44
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) for
Robinson Helicopter Company (RHC)
Model R44 helicopters that requires
inspecting the tail rotor pitch control
assembly for roughness or binding of the
pitch control bearings (bearings) by
hand-rotating the pitch control bearing
housing (housing). If the housing does
not rotate freely, the AD requires
replacing the unairworthy pitch control
assembly with an airworthy unit. This
amendment is prompted by reports of
failure of the tail rotor pitch control
assembly due to improperly lubricated
bearings on the RHC Model R22
helicopters. Although there have been
no reported failures on the RHC Model
R44 helicopters, the design of the tail

rotor pitch control assembly makes it
susceptible to the same failures as have
occurred on the Model R22 helicopters.
The actions specified by this AD are
intended to detect corrosion of the
bearings and to prevent bearing failure
and subsequent loss of directional
control of the helicopter.

DATES: Effective March 26, 2003.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of March 26,
2003.

ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Robinson Helicopter Company,
2901 Airport Drive, Torrance, California
90505, telephone (310) 539-0508, fax
(310) 539-5198. This information may
be examined at the FAA, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort
Worth, Texas; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Fred
Guerin, Aviation Safety Engineer, FAA,
Los Angeles Aircraft Certification
Office, Airframe Branch, 3960
Paramount Blvd., Lakewood, California
90712, telephone (562) 627-5232, fax
(562) 627-5210.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend 14 CFR part 39 to
include an AD for the specified
helicopters was published in the
Federal Register on September 10, 2002
(67 FR 57351). That action proposed
inspecting the pitch control assembly
for roughness or binding of the bearings
by hand-rotating the housing and if the
housing does not rotate freely, replacing
each unairworthy pitch control
assembly with an airworthy unit.

The FAA has reviewed RHC Service
Bulletin SB—43A, Revision A, dated
June 10, 2002 (SB), which describes
procedures for inspecting the pitch
control assembly for roughness or
binding of the bearings by hand-rotating
the housing. If the housing does not
rotate freely, the SB specifies replacing
each unairworthy pitch control
assembly, part number (P/N) A031-1,
with an airworthy unit in accordance
with the maintenance manual.

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, the manufacturer,
requests a change to the summary
information to indicate that bearing
failures have been reported only on RHC
Model R22 helicopters, and there are no
reports of failed bearings on Model R44

helicopters. The FAA agrees and has
changed the preamble information to
indicate that the bearing failures have
occurred on the RHC Model R22
helicopters only.

The same commenter requests a
change to the summary and the
discussion sections to revise the failure
sequence to indicate that bearing failure
could result in loss of tail rotor thrust
requiring a power-off landing. The
commenter states that in all three of the
bearing failures, the failed bearing
caused the pitch control linkage to fail
and the tail rotor to go to flat pitch but
none of the failures resulted in an
accident. The commenter also states that
there was no breakup of the tail rotor
assembly, no tail rotor contact of the
tailboom, and no loss of control
resulting in an accident. The FAA
agrees that the failed bearing has not
resulted in breakup of the tail rotor
assembly and contact with the tailboom,
and the likelihood of such a breakup
and contact with the tailboom may be
remote. Therefore, we have removed the
reference to the breakup of the tail rotor
assembly and contact with the tailboom
from the failure sequence. We do not
agree that the failure sequence should
state that bearing failure could result in
loss of tail rotor thrust requiring a
power-off landing. The loss of
directional control associated with this
type of failure could result in loss of
control of the helicopter, and a
successful power-off landing may not be
possible. The term “loss of control of
the helicopter”, however, may be
understood to mean an almost certain
catastrophic event, such as loss of cyclic
or pitch control. That is not our intent
when we use the failure sequence in our
AD’s. That sequence states what could
happen not necessarily what will
happen. Our intent is to convey the
sequence of events that we intend to
prevent by issuing the AD to correct the
unsafe condition. Therefore, we have
changed the failure sequence to state
that loss of “directional” control can
result.

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 with
the changes described previously. 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 this AD will
affect 440 helicopters of U.S. registry,
that it will take approximately 2.3 work
hours per helicopter to inspect and
replace each pitch control assembly,
and that the average labor rate is $60 per
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work hour. Required parts will cost
approximately $1145 per helicopter.
Based on these figures, the total cost
impact of the AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $564,520, assuming the
pitch control assembly is replaced on
the entire fleet.

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.

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 a new airworthiness directive to
read as follows:

2003-04-05
Amendment 39-13053. Docket No.
2001-SW-45-AD.

Applicability: Model R44 helicopters, up to
and including serial number 1208, except
serial numbers 1143, 1165, 1183, 1189, 1192,
1196, 1197, 1198, 1200, 1203, and 1204, with
pitch control assembly, part number (P/N)
C031-1, Revision G or prior, installed,
certificated in any category.

Robinson Helicopter Company:

Note 1: This AD applies to each helicopter
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 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 (b) 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 detect corrosion of a tail rotor pitch
control bearing (bearing) and to prevent
bearing failure and subsequent loss of
directional control of the helicopter,
accomplish the following:

(a) Within 20 hours time-in-service (TIS)
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 300
hours TIS or 12 months, whichever occurs
first, inspect the pitch control assembly for
roughness or binding of the pitch control
bearings by hand rotating the pitch control
bearing housing (housing) in accordance with
Robinson Helicopter Company Service
Bulletin SB—43A, Revision A, dated June 10,
2002. If the housing does not rotate freely,
before further flight, replace the unairworthy
pitch control assembly with an airworthy
unit.

(b) 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, Los
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office
(LAACO), FAA. Operators shall submit their
requests through an FAA Principal
Maintenance Inspector, who may concur or
comment and then send it to the Manager,
LAACO.

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

(c) 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.

(d) The inspection of the pitch control
assembly shall be done in accordance with
Robinson Helicopter Company Service
Bulletin SB-43A, Revision A, dated June 10,
2002. 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 Robinson Helicopter Company, 2901
Airport Drive, Torrance, California 90505,
telephone (310) 539-0508, fax (310) 539—
5198. Copies may be inspected at the FAA,
Office of the Regional Counsel, Southwest
Region, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort
Worth, Texas; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., suite
700, Washington, DC.

(e) This amendment becomes effective on
March 26, 2003.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on February
6, 2003.

David A. Downey,

Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03—3773 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2001-SW-44-AD; Amendment
39-13052; AD 2003-04-04]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Robinson
Helicopter Company Model R22
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) for
Robinson Helicopter Company (RHC)
Model R22 helicopters that requires
inspecting the tail rotor pitch control
assembly for roughness or binding of the
pitch control bearings (bearings) by
hand-rotating the pitch control bearing
housing (housing). If the housing does
not rotate freely, the AD requires
replacing the unairworthy pitch control
assembly with an airworthy unit. This
amendment is prompted by reports of
failure of the tail rotor pitch control
assembly due to improperly lubricated
bearings on the RHC Model R22
helicopters. The actions specified by
this AD are intended to detect corrosion
of the bearings and to prevent bearing
failure and subsequent loss of
directional control of the helicopter.
DATES: Effective March 26, 2003.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of March 26,
2003.

ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Robinson Helicopter Company,
2901 Airport Drive, Torrance, California
90505, telephone (310) 539-0508, fax
(310) 539-5198. This information may
be examined at the FAA, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort
Worth, Texas; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Fred
Guerin, Aviation Safety Engineer, FAA,
Los Angeles Aircraft Certification
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Office, Airframe Branch, 3960
Paramount Blvd., Lakewood, California
90712, telephone (562) 627-5232, fax
(562) 627-5210.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend 14 CFR part 39 to
include an AD for the specified
helicopters was published in the
Federal Register on September 10, 2002
(67 FR 57349). That action proposed
inspecting the pitch control assembly to
determine roughness or binding of the
bearings by hand-rotating the housing. If
the housing does not rotate freely, it
proposed replacing each unairworthy
pitch control assembly with an
airworthy unit.

The FAA has reviewed RHC Service
Bulletin SB-90A, Revision A, dated
June 10, 2002 (SB), which describes
procedures for inspecting the pitch
control assembly to determine
roughness or binding of the bearings by
hand-rotating the housing. If the
housing does not rotate freely, the SB
specifies replacing each unairworthy
pitch control assembly, part number (P/
N) A031-1, with an airworthy unit in
accordance with the maintenance
manual.

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, the manufacturer,
requests a change to the summary
information to indicate that bearing
failures have been reported only on RHC
Model R22 helicopters, and they have
received no reports of failed bearings on
Model R44 helicopters. The FAA agrees
and has changed the summary to
indicate that the bearing failures have
occurred on the RHC Model R22
helicopters only.

The same commenter requests a
change to the summary and the
discussion sections to revise the failure
sequence to indicate that bearing failure
could result in loss of tail rotor thrust
requiring a power-off landing. The
commenter states that in all three of the
bearing failures, the failed bearing
caused the pitch control linkage to fail
and the tail rotor to go to flat pitch, but
none of the failures resulted in an
accident. The commenter also states that
there was no breakup of the tail rotor
assembly, no tail rotor contact of the
tailboom, and no loss of control
resulting in an accident. The FAA
agrees that the failed bearing has not
resulted in breakup of the tail rotor
assembly and contact with the tailboom,
and the likelihood of such a breakup
and contact with the tailboom may be
remote. Therefore, we have removed the

reference to the breakup of the tail rotor
assembly and contact with the tailboom
from the failure sequence. We do not
agree that the failure sequence should
state that bearing failure could result in
loss of tail rotor thrust requiring a
power-off landing. The loss of
directional control associated with this
type of failure could result in loss of
control of the helicopter, and a
successful power-off landing may not be
possible. The term “loss of control of
the helicopter”, however, may be
understood to mean an almost certain
catastrophic event, such as loss of cyclic
or pitch control. That is not our intent
when we use the failure sequence in our
AD’s. That sequence states what could
happen not necessarily what will
happen. Our intent is to convey the
sequence of events that we intend to
prevent by issuing the AD to correct the
unsafe condition. Therefore, we have
changed the failure sequence to state
that loss of ““directional”” control can
result.

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 with
the changes described previously. 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 this AD will
affect 1300 helicopters of U.S. registry,
that it will take approximately 2.3 work
hours per helicopter to inspect and
replace each pitch control assembly,
and that the average labor rate is $60 per
work hour. Required parts will cost
approximately $800 per helicopter.
Based on these figures, the total cost
impact of the AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $1,219,400, assuming
the pitch control assembly is replaced
on the entire fleet.

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.

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 a new airworthiness directive to
read as follows:

2003-04-04 Robinson Helicopter Company:
Amendment 39-13052. Docket No.
2001-SW—44-AD.

Applicability: Model R22 helicopters, up to
and including serial number 3328, except
serial numbers 3167, 3326, and 3327, with
pitch control assembly, part number (P/N)
A031-1, Revision ] or prior, installed,
certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each helicopter
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 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 (b) 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 detect corrosion of a tail rotor pitch
control bearing (bearing) and to prevent
bearing failure and loss of directional control
of the helicopter, accomplish the following:

(a) Within 20 hours time-in-service (TIS)
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 300
hours TIS or 12 months, whichever occurs
first, inspect the pitch control assembly for
roughness or binding of the pitch control
bearings by hand-rotating the pitch control
bearing housing (housing) in accordance with
Robinson Helicopter Company Service
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Bulletin SB-90A, Revision A, dated June 10,
2002. If the housing does not rotate freely,
before further flight, replace the unairworthy
pitch control assembly with an airworthy
unit.

(b) 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, Los
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office
(LAACO), FAA. Operators shall submit their
requests through an FAA Principal
Maintenance Inspector, who may concur or
comment and then send it to the Manager,
LAACO.

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

(c) 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.

(d) The inspection of the pitch control
assembly shall be done in accordance with
Robinson Helicopter Company Service
Bulletin SB-90A, Revision A, dated June 10,
2002. 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 Robinson Helicopter Company, 2901
Airport Drive, Torrance, California 90505,
telephone (310) 539-0508, fax (310) 539—
5198. Copies may be inspected at the FAA,
Office of the Regional Counsel, Southwest
Region, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort
Worth, Texas; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW., Suite
700, Washington, DC.

(e) This amendment becomes effective on
March 26, 2003.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on February
6, 2003.
David A. Downey,

Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03—3772 Filed 2—-18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2002-14075; Airspace
Docket No. 02-AAL-7]

Establishment of Class E Airspace;
Wasilla, AK

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: The FAA published in the
Federal Register of January 2, 2003 (68
FR 44), Docket Number FAA 2002—
14075; Airspace Docket Number 02—
AAL-7, a final rule for the
establishment of Class E Airspace for

the Wasilla Airport, AK. The
coordinates of the Airport Reference
Point (ARP) for the Wasilla Airport were
wrong. This action corrects the
coordinates.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, May 15,
2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Derril Bergt, Operations Branch, AAL-
538, Federal Aviation Administration,
222 West 7th Avenue, Box 14,
Anchorage, AK 99513-7587; telephone
number (907) 271-2796; fax: (907) 271—
2850; e-mail: Derril.ctr.Bergt@faa.gov.
Internet address: http://
www.alaska.faa.gov/at.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Federal
Register Document 02—-33129, Docket
Number FAA 2002-14075; Airspace
Docket Number 02—AAL-7, published
on January 2, 2003 (68 FR 44)
established the Class E airspace area at
Wasilla, AK. The coordinates for the
ARP read “Wasilla Airport, AK (lat. 61°
34' 08" N, long. 149° 32' 25" W).” This
should read “Wasilla Airport, AK (lat.
61°34' 17" N, long. 149° 32' 26" W).”
This action corrects the coordinates that
were wrong.

Correction to Final Rule

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, the legal
description for the Wasilla Airport, AK
as published in the Federal Register (68
FR 44), and in corporated by reference
in 14 CFR 71.1, is corrected as follows:

8§71.1 [Corrected]

In the rule FR Document 02—33129,
published on January 2, 2003 make the
following correction to page 45.

* * * * *

AAL AK E5 Wasilla, AK [Corrected]
Wasilla Airport, AK
(Lat. 61° 34" 17" N., long. 149° 32' 26" W.)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile
radius of the Wasilla Airport excluding Big
Lake Class E Airspace.

* * * * *

Issued in Anchorage, AK, on February 5,
2003.

Trent S. Cummings,

Manager, Air Traffic Division, Alaskan
Region.

[FR Doc. 03—3962 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2003-14428; Airspace
Docket No. 03-ACE-8]

Modification of Class E Airspace;
Ankeny, IA.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Direct final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: An examination of controlled
airspace for Ankeny, IA revealed a
discrepancy in the Ankeny Regional
Airport, IA airport reference point used
in the legal description for the Ankeny,
IA Class E airspace. This action corrects
the discrepancy by modifying the
Ankeny, IA Class E airspace and by
incorporating the current Ankeny
Regional Airport, IA airport reference
point in the Class E airspace legal
description.

DATES: This direct final rule is effective
on 0901 UTC, May 15, 2003.

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
March 25, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this
proposal to the Docket Management
System, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Room Plaza 401, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC
20590-0001. You must identify the
docket number FAA-2003-14428/
Airspace Docket No. 03—ACE-38, at the
beginning of your comments. You may
also submit comments on the Internet at
http://dms.dot.gov. You may review the
public docket containing the proposal,
any comments received, and any final
disposition in person in the Dockets
Office between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. The Docket Office (telephone
1-800-647-5527) is on the plaza level
of the Department of Transportation
NASSIF Building at the above address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathy Randolph, Air Traffic Division,
Airspace Branch, ACE-520C DOT
Regional Headquarters Building, Federal
Aviation Administration, 901 Locust,
Kansas City, MO 64106; telephone:
(816) 329-2525.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to 14 CFR 71 modifies the
Class E airspace area extending upward
from 700 feet or more above the surface
at Ankeny, IA. It incorporates the
current airport reference point for
Ankeny Regional Airport, IA and brings
the legal description of this airspace
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area into compliance with FAA Order
7400.2E, Procedures for Handling
Airspace Matters. The area will be
depicted on appropriate aeronautical
charts. Class E airspace areas extending
upward from 700 feet or more above the
surface of the earth are published in
paragraph 6005 of FAA Order 7400.9K,
dated August 30, 2002, and effective
September 16, 2002, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The Direct Final Rule Procedure

The FAA anticipates that this
regulation will not result in adverse or
negative comment and, therefore, is
issuing it as a direct final rule. Previous
actions of this nature have not been
controversial and have not resulted in
adverse comments or objections. Unless
a written adverse or negative comment,
or a written notice of intent to submit
an adverse or negative comment is
received within the comment period,
the regulation will become effective on
the date specified above. After the close
of the comment period, the FAA will
publish a document in the Federal
Register indicating that no adverse or
negative comments were received and
confirming the date on which the final
rule will become effective. If the FAA
does receive, within the comment
period, an adverse or negative comment,
or written notice of intent to submit
such a comment, a document
withdrawing the direct final rule will be
published in the Federal Register, and
a notice of proposed rulemaking may be
published with a new comment period.

Comments Invited

Interested parties are invited to
participate in this rulemaking by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments, as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environment, and energy-related aspects
of the proposal. Communications
should identify both docket numbers
and be submitted in triplicate to the
address listed above. Commenters
wishing the FAA to acknowledge
receipt of their comments on this notice
must submit with those comments a
self-addressed, stamped postcard on
which the following statement is made:
“Comments to Docket No. FAA-2003—
14428/Airspace Docket No. 03—ACE-8".

The postcard will be date/time stamped
and returned to the commenter.

Agency Findings

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.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is noncontroversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. For the reasons discussed in
the preamble, I certify that this
regulation (1) Is not a “significant
regulatory action”” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a ““significant
rule” under Department of
Transportation (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.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends 14 CFR part 71
as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS; ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9K, dated
August 30, 2002, and effective
September 16, 2002, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

ACE IA E5 Ankeny, IA

Ankeny Regional Airport, IA
(Lat. 41°41'28"N., long. 93°33'59"W.)
COSED Waypoint

(Lat. 41°46'40"N., long. 93°33'59"W.)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of Ankeny Regional Airport, and within 2
miles each side of the 045° bearing from the
airport extending from the 7-mile radius to
8.9 miles northeast of the airport, and within
2 miles each side of the 015° bearing from
COSED Waypoint to 5.8 miles northeast of
the waypoint, excluding that portion within
the Des Moines, IA, Class C and E airspace
areas.

* * * * *

Issued in Kansas City, MO on February 5,
2003.

Herman J. Lyons, Jr.,

Manager, Air Traffic Division, Central Region.
[FR Doc. 03—-3967 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA—-2003-14426; Airspace
Docket No. 03—ACE-6]

Modification of Class E Airspace;
Lebanon, MO

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA)DOT.

ACTION: Direct final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: An examination of controlled
airspace for Lebanon, MO has revealed
discrepancies in the Lebanon, Floyd W.
Jones Airport, MO airport reference
point used in the legal description for
the Class E airspace. This action corrects
those discrepancies by incorporating the
current Lebanon, Floyd W. Jones
Airport, MO airport reference point in
the Class E legal description.

DATES: This direct final rule is effective
on 0901 UTC, May 15, 2003.

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
March 25, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this
proposal to the Docket Management
System, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Room Plaza 401, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC
20590-0001. You must identify the
docket number FAA-2003-14426/
Airspace Docket No. 03—ACE-6, at the
beginning of your comments. You may
also submit comments on the Internet at
http://dms.dot.gov. You may review the
public docket containing the proposal,
any comments received, and any final
disposition in person in the Dockets
Office between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. The Docket Office (telephone
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1-800-647-5527) is on the plaza level
of the Department of Transportation
NASSIF Building at the above address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brenda Mumper, Air Traffic Division,
Airspace Branch, ACE-520A DOT
Regional Headquarters Building, Federal
Aviation Administration, 901 Locust,
Kansas City, MO 64106; telephone:
(816) 329-2524.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to 14 CFR 71 modifies Class
Class E airspace at Lebanon, MO. It also
brings the legal descriptions of this
airspace area into compliance with FAA
Order 7400.2E, Procedures for Handling
Airspace Matters. The area will be
depicted on appropriate aeronautical
charts. Class E airspace areas extending
upward from 700 feet or more above the
surface of the earth are published in
paragraph 6005 of FAA Order 7400.9K,
dated August 30, 2002, and effective
September 16, 2002, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The Direct Final Rule Procedure

The FAA anticipates that this
regulation will not result in adverse or
negative comments and, therefore, is
issuing it as a direct final rule. Previous
actions of this nature have not been
controversial and have not resulted in
adverse comments or objections. Unless
a written adverse or negative comment,
or a written notice of intent to submit
an adverse or negative comment is
received within the comment period,
the regulation will become effective on
the date specified above. After the close
of the comment period, the FAA will
publish a document in the Federal
Register indicating that no adverse or
negative comments were received and
confirming the date on which the final
rule will become effective. If the FAA
does receive, within the comment
period, an adverse or negative comment,
or written notice of intent to submit
such a comment, a document
withdrawing the direct final rule will be
published in the Federal Register, and
a notice of proposed rulemaking may be
published with a new comment period.

Comments Invited

Interested parties are invited to
participate in this rulemaking by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments, as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments

are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental, and energy-related
aspects of the proposal.
Communications should identify both
docket numbers and be submitted in
triplicate to the address listed above.
Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this notice must submit with those
comments a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. FAA-2003-14426/Airspace
Docket No. 03—ACE-6.” The postcard
will be date/time stamped and returned
to the commenter.

Agency Findings

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.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is noncontroversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. For the reasons discussed in
the preamble, I certify that this
regulation (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action”” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “significant
rule” under Department of
Transportation (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.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends 14 CFR part 71
as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS; ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,

40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9K, dated
August 30, 2002, and effective
September 16, 2002, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

ACE MO E5 Lebanon, MO

Lebanon, Floyd W. Jones Airport, MO

(Lat. 37°38'54" N., long. 92°39'09" W.)
Lebanon NDB, MO

(Lat. 37°34'17" N., long. 92°39'30" W.)

That airspace extending upward form 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile
radius of Floyd W. Jones Airport and within
2.6 miles each side of the 184° bearing from
the Lebanon NDB extending from the 6.5-
mile radius to 9.5 miles south of the airport.
* * * * *

Issued in Kansas City, MO, on February 5,
2003.

Herman J. Lyons, Jr.

Manager, Air Traffic Division, Central Region.
[FR Doc. 03—3968 Filed 2—18—03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA—-2003-14427; Airspace
Docket No. 03—ACE-7]

Modification of Class E Airspace;
Ames, |IA

AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Direct final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: An examination of controlled
airspace for Ames, IA has revealed a
discrepancy in the Ames Municipal
Airport, IA airport reference point used
in the legal description for the Ames, IA
Class E airspace. Additional
discrepancies were identified in the
name and location of the NDB serving
Ames Municipal Airport. This action
corrects these discrepancies by
modifying the Ames IA Class E airspace
and by incorporating the current Ames
Municipal Airport, IA airport reference
point and the correct name and location
of the NDB in the Class E airspace legal
description.
DATES: This direct final rule is effective
on 0901 UTC, May 15, 2003.

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
March 25, 2003.
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ADDRESSES: Send comments on this
proposal to the Docket Management
System, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Room Plaza 401, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC
20590-0001. You must identify the
docket number FAA-2003-14427/
Airspace Docket No. 03—ACE-7, at the
beginning of your comments. You may
also submit comments on the Internet at
http://dms.dot.gov. You may review the
public docket containing the proposal,
any comments received, and any final
disposition in person in the Dockets
office between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. The Docket Office (telephone
1-800-647-5527) is on the plaza level
of the Department of Transportation
NASSIF Building at the above address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathy Randolph, Air Traffic Division,
Airspace Branch, ACE-520C DOT
Regional Headquarters Building, Federal
Aviation Administration, 901 Locust,
Kansas City, MO 64106; telephone:
(816) 329+2525.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to 14 CFR 71 modifies the
Class E airspace area extending upward
from 700 feet or more above the surface
at Ames, IA. It incorporates the current
airport reference point for Ames
Municipal Airport, IA, corrects the
name and location of the NDB serving
Ames Municipal Airport and brings the
legal description of this airspace area
into compliance with FAA Order
7400.2E, Procedures for Handling
Airspace Matters. The area will be
depicted on appropriate aeronautical
charts. Class E airspace areas extending
upward from 700 feet or more above the
surface of the earth are published in
paragraph 6005 of FAA Order 7400.9K,
dated August 30, 2002, and effective
September 16, 2002, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The Direct Final Rule Procedure

The FAA anticipates that this
regulation will not result in adverse or
negative comment and, therefore, is
issuing it as a direct final rule. Previous
actions of this nature have not been
controversial and have not resulted in
adverse comments or objections. Unless
a written adverse or negative comment,
or a written notice of intent to submit
an adverse or negative comment is
received within the comment period,
the regulation will become effective on
the date specified above. After the close
of the comment period, the FAA will
publish a document in the Federal

Register indicating that no adverse or
negative comments were received and
confirming the date on which the final
rule will become effective. If the FAA
does receive, within the comment
period, an adverse or negative comment,
or written notice of intent to submit
such a comment, a document
withdrawing the direct final rule will be
published in the Federal Register, and
a notice of proposed rulemaking may be
published with a new comment period.

Comments Invited

Interested parties are invited to
participate in this rulemaking by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments, as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental, and energy-related
aspects of the proposal.
Communications should identify both
docket numbers and be submitted in
triplicate to the address listed above.
Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this notice must submit with those
comments a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. FAA-2003-14427/Airspace
Docket No. 03—ACE-7"" The postcard
will be date/time stamped and returned
to the commenter.

Agency Findings

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.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is noncontroversial and
unlikely to result in adverse or negative
comments. For the reasons discussed in
the preamble, I certify that this
regulation (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “significant
rule” under Department of
Transportation (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.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).Adoption of the
Amendment

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends 14 CFR part 71
as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS; ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40129; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended];

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9K, dated
August 30, 2002, and effective
September 16, 2002, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

ACE IA E5 Ames, IA

Ames Municipal Airport, IA

(Lat. 41°59'31" N., long. 93°37'19" W.)
Merle NDB

(Lat. 41°54'10" N., long. 93°39'33" W.)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.6-mile
radius of the Ames Municipal Airport, and
within 2.1 miles each side of the 197° bearing
from the Merle NDB extending from the 6.6-
mile radius to 7.4 miles south of the airport,
and within 2 miles each side of the 136°
bearing from the airport extending from the
6.6-mile radius to 10 miles southeast of the
airport.
* * * * *

Issued in Kansas City, MO, on February 5,
2003.

Herman J. Lyons, Jr.,

Manager, Air Traffic Division, Central Region.
[FR Doc. 03—-3969 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA—-2002-13413; Airspace
Docket No. 02-ACE-6]

Realignment of Federal Airways V-72
and V-289; MO

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
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ACTION: Final Rule, correction.

SUMMARY: This action corrects a final
rule published in the Federal Register
on January 16, 2003 (68 FR 2187). In
that rule, the radials for Federal Airway
72 (V-72) and Federal Airway 289 (V-
289) northeast of the Dogwood, MO,
Very High Frequency Omnidirectional
Range/Tactical Air Navigation
(VORTAC) were inadvertently
published in magnetic values rather
than the true radials. This action
corrects that error.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, March 20,
2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve Rohring, Airspace and Rules
Division, ATA—400, Office of Air Traffic
Airspace Management, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone: (202) 267—-8783.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
January 16, 2003, Airspace Docket No.
02—ACE-06 (68 FR 2187), was
published amending the legal
description of V-72 and V-289. The
descriptions inadvertently provided
magnetic values for the coordinates
rather than the true radials. This action
corrects that error.
Correction to Final Rule

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, the legal
descriptions for V-72 and V-289, as
published in the Federal Register on
January 16, 2003, (68 FR 2187), and

incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1, is corrected as follows:

§71.1 [Corrected]

On page 2188, correct the legal
descriptions of V-72 and V-289, to read
as follows:

Paragraph 6010(a)—Domestic VOR Federal

Airways
* * * * *
V-72 [Revised]

From Razorback, AR, Dogwood, MO; INT
Dogwood 058° and Maples, MO, 236° radials;
Maples; Farmington, MO; Centralia, IL; Bible
Grove, IL; Mattoon, IL; to Bloomington, IL.
From Rosewood, OH; Mansfield, OH; INT
Mansfield 098° and Akron, OH, 233° radials;
Akron; Youngstown, OH; Tidioute, PA;
Bradford, PA; INT Bradford 078° and Elmira,
NY, 252° radials; Elmira; Binghampton, NY;
Rockdale, NY; Albany, NY; Cambridge, NY;
INT Cambridge 063° and Lebanon, NH, 214°
radials; to Lebanon.

* * * * *

V-289 [Revised]

From Beaumont, TX; INT Beaumont 323° and
Lufkin, TX, 161° radials; Lufkin; Gregg
County, TX; Texarkana, AR; Fort Smith, AR;

Harrison, AR; Dogwood, MO; INT Dogwood
058° and Maples, MO, 236° radials; INT
Maples 236° and Vichy, MO, 204° radials; to
Vichy.

* * * * *

Issued in Washington, DC, on February 5,
2003.

Reginald C. Matthews,

Manager, Airspace and Rules Division.
[FR Doc. 03-3963 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 73

[Docket No. FAA—-2003-14369; Airspace
Docket No. 03—AWA-1]

RIN 2120-AA66

Revision of Prohibited Area P—49
Crawford; TX

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action modifies
Prohibited Area 49 (P—49), over the
President of the United States’ residence
at Crawford, TX. The FAA is modifying
this airspace to enhance security in the
immediate vicinity of the presidential
residence, and to assist the United
States Secret Service (USSS) in
accomplishing its mission of providing
security for the President of the United
States.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, May 15,
2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve Rohring, Airspace and Rules
Division, ATA—400, Office of Air Traffic
Airspace Management, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC, 20591;
telephone: (202) 267-8783.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On January 6, 2003, the USSS
requested that the FAA modify the
current description of P—49, to enhance
the level of security provided for the
President. Specifically, the USSS
requested that we relocate the center of
the prohibited area.

Under the provision of § 73.83 of Title
14 Code of Federal Regulations (14 CFR)
part 73 (part 73), no person may operate
an aircraft within that area without
permission from the using agency. This
action responds to that request.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 73
modifies P—49, Crawford, TX. Currently,
the prohibited area extends from the
surface to 5,000 feet above mean sea
level (MSL) within a 3-nautical mile
(NM) radius of latitude 31°34'57" N.,
longitude 97°32'37" W. This action
relocates the center of the prohibited
area approximately one-half nautical
mile east-southeast of its current
location to latitude 31°34'45" N.,
longitude 97°32'00" W. This action is a
minor modification of the center
coordinates for the airspace area. Flight
within this area is prohibited unless
permission is obtained from the using
agency. Because of the immediate need
to enhance the security of the President,
I find that notice and public procedure
under 5 U.S.C. 553(b) are impracticable.

Section 73.89 of 14 CFR part 73 was
republished in FAA Order 7400.8K,
dated September 26, 2002.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. Therefore, this regulation: (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)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this rule, when
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Environmental Review

The FAA has determined that this
action qualifies for categorical exclusion
under the National Environmental
Policy Act in accordance with FAA
Order 1050.1D, Policies and Procedures
for Considering Environmental Impacts.
This airspace action is not expected to
cause any potentially significant
environmental impacts, no
extraordinary circumstances exist that
warrant preparation of an
environmental assessment.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 73
Airspace, Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 73 as follows:
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PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE

1. The authority citation for part 73
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,

40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§73.89 [Amended]
2.§73.89 is amended as follows:
* * * * *

P-49 Crawford, TX [Amended]

By removing “Boundaries. That airspace
within a 3 NM radius of lat. 31°34'57"
N., long. 97°32'37" W.,” and substituting
“Boundaries. That airspace within a 3
NM radius of lat. 31°34'45" N., long.
97°32'00" W.,” in its place.

* * * * *

Issued in Washington, DC, on February 6,
2003.

Reginald C. Matthews,

Manager, Airspace and Rules Division.
[FR Doc. 03—-3964 Filed 2-18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 95
[Docket No. 30354; Amdt. No. 440]

IFR Altitudes; Miscellaneous
Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
miscellaneous amendments to the
required IFR (instrument flight rules)
altitudes and changeover points for
certain Federal airways, jet routes or
direct routes for which a minimum or
maximum en route authorized IFR
altitude is prescribed. This regulatory
action is needed because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System. These changes are designed to

provide for the safe and efficient use of
the navigable airspace under instrument
conditions in the affected areas.
EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, March 20,
2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald P. Pate, Flight Procedure
Standards branch (AMCAFS-420),
Flight technologies and Programs
Division, Flight Standards Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, Mike
Monroney Aeronautical Center, 6500
South MacArthur Blvd. Oklahoma City,
OK. 73169 (Mail Address: P.O. Box
25082 Oklahoma Gity, OK. 73125)
telephone: (405) 954—4164.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 95 of the Federal
Aviation regulations (14 CFR part 95)
amends, suspends, or revokes IFR
altitudes governing the operation of all
aircraft in flight over a specified route
or any portion of that route, as well as
the changeover points (COPs) for
Federal airways, jet routes, or direct
routes as prescribed in part 95.

The Rule

The specified IFR altitudes, when
used in conjunction with the prescribed
changeover points for those routes,
ensure navigation aid coverage that is
adequate for safe flight operations and
free of frequency interference. The
reasons and circumstances that create
the need for this amendment involve
matters of flight safety and operational
efficiency in the National Airspace
Systems, are related to published
aeronautical charts that are essential to
the user, and provide for the safe and
efficient use of the navigable airspace.
In addition, those various reason or
circumstances require making this
amendment effective before the next
scheduled charting and publication date
of the flight information to assure its
timely availability to the user. The
effective date of this amendment reflects
those considerations. In view of the
close and immediate relationship
between these regulatory change and
safety in air commerce, I find that notice

and public procedure before adopting
this amendment are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest and that
good cause exists for making the
amendment effective in less than 30
days.

Conclusion

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. It, therefore—(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)
does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. For the same
reason, the FAA certifies that this
amendment will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 95
Airspace, Navigation (Air).

Issued in Washington, DC, on February 10,
2003.
James J. Ballough,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, part 95 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 95) is
amended as follows effective at 0901
UTC.

1. The authority citation for part 95
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40106,
40113, 40114, 40120, 44502, 44514, 44719,
44721,

PART 95—[AMENDED]

2. Part 95 is amended to read as
follows:

REVISIONS TO IFR ALTITUDES AND CHANGEOVER POINTS

[Amendment 440 Effective Date March/20/2003]

From To MEA
§95.6001 Victor Routes-U.S.
§95.6072 VOR Federal Airway 72 is Amended to Read in Part
Dogwood, MO VORTAC ...cviieeiiiie et eteee e eteee e e eae e snaae e GODEY, MO FiX oviiiiieeiiie et cie e see e ree e e e st e e snnae e s nnaaeeenes 3,400
GODEY, MO FiX vttt Maples, MO VORTAC ....cccooiiiieieieeienie ettt 3.400
§95.6142 VOR Federal Airway 142 is Amended to Read in Part
Malad City, ID VOR/DME ......cccociiiiieiiiiieienieee e Fort Bridger, WY VOR/DME .......cccccooiiiiiiinieiieniesieeie e 12,000
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REVISIONS TO IFR ALTITUDES AND CHANGEOVER POINTS—Continued
[Amendment 440 Effective Date March/20/2003]
From To MEA
§95.6289 VOR Federal Airway 289 is Amended to Read in Part
Dogwood, MO VORTAC .....ccoiiieiiieii e GOBEY, MO FIX oot 3,400
GOBEY, MO FIX Pekle, MO FIX ............... 3,400
Pekle, MO FIX ..o Vichy, MO VOR/DME 3,000

[FR Doc. 03—-3970 Filed 2—12-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

21 CFR Part 349

[Docket No. 03N-0008]

RIN 0910-AA01

Ophthalmic Drug Products for Over-

the-Counter Human Use; Final
Monograph; Technical Amendment

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Final rule; technical
amendment.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is amending the
regulation that established conditions
under which over-the-counter (OTC)
ophthalmic drug products are generally
recognized as safe and effective and not
misbranded. This amendment clarifies
the active ingredient in OTC eyewash
drug products and the labeling of the
active ingredient and its purpose. This
final rule is part of FDA’s ongoing
review of OTC drug products.

DATES: Effective Date: This rule is
effective March 21, 2003.

Compliance Dates: The compliance
dates are either February 21, 2005, or
the date of the first major labeling
revision after the effective date of March
21, 2003.

Comment Dates: Submit written or
electronic comments by April 21, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
to the Dockets Management Branch
(HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852. Submit
electronic comments to http://
www.fda.gov/dockets/ecomments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gerald M. Rachanow, Center for Drug
Evaluation and Research (HFD-560),
Food and Drug Administration, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857,
301-827-2307.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

In the Federal Register of March 4,
1988 (53 FR 7076), FDA issued a final
monograph for OTC ophthalmic drug
products (part 349 (21 CFR part 349)).
Section 349.20 of that monograph states
that eyewashes contain water, tonicity
agents to establish isotonicity with tears,
agents for establishing pH and buffering
to achieve the same pH as tears, and a
suitable preservative agent.

In the Federal Register of March 17,
1999 (64 FR 13254), FDA issued a final
rule establishing standardized format
and content requirements for the
labeling of OTC drug products (§ 201.66
(21 CFR 201.66)). Section 201.66(c)(2)
requires the labeling to state the
established name of each active
ingredient and the quantity in each
dosage unit stated in the directions for
use. Section 201.66(c)(3) requires the
labeling to state the purpose of each
active ingredient, which is the general
pharmacological category or the
principal intended action of the drug.
When an OTC drug monograph contains
a statement of identity, the
pharmacological action described in the
statement of identity shall also be stated
as the purpose of the active ingredient.
Section 201.66(c)(8) requires a listing of
the established name of each inactive
ingredient.

I1. Clarification

Manufacturers of OTC eyewash drug
products have requested clarification on
how to list the active and inactive
ingredients for these products to comply
with §201.66(c)(2) and (c)(8). The
agency has determined that the active
ingredient of these eyewash drug
products is water, and that tonicity,
hydrogen-ion concentration (pH) and
buffering, and preservative agents
should be listed as inactive ingredients.
Based on the statement of identity in
§ 349.78(a), the agency has also
determined that the purpose of the
water may be stated as either “eyewash”
or “‘eye irrigation.”

Section 502(e)(1)(A)(i) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
352(e)(1)(A)(i)) (the act) requires the

label of a drug to bear the established
name of the drug to the exclusion of any
other nonproprietary name (except the
applicable systematic chemical name or
the chemical formula). The established
name of the drug is defined as

* * *(A) the applicable official name
designated pursuant to section 508 [of the
act], or (B) if there is no such name and such
drug, or such ingredient, is an article
recognized in an official compendium, then
the official title thereof in such compendium,
or (C) if neither clause (A) nor clause (B) of
this subparagraph applies, then the common
or usual name, if any, of such drug or of such
ingredient * * *.

(21 U.S.C. 352(e)(3))

Section 508 of the act (21 U.S.C. 358)
authorizes FDA to designate an official
name for any drug if FDA determines
“that such action is necessary or
desirable in the interest of usefulness
and simplicity” (21 U.S.C. 358(a)). FDA
does not, however, routinely designate
official names for drug products under
section 508 of the act (21 CFR 299.4(e)).
In the absence of designation by FDA of
an official name, interested persons may
rely on the current compendial name as
the established name (§ 299.4(e)). FDA
has not designated an official name for
water. The current compendial name for
water is “‘purified water,” which should
appear in product labeling.

III. The Technical Amendment

The agency is revising § 349.20 to
state: ““The active ingredient of the
product is purified water. The product
also contains suitable tonicity agents to
establish isotonicity with tears, suitable
agents for establishing pH and buffering
to achieve the same pH as tears, and a
suitable preservative agent.” The agency
is also revising the statement of identity
for eyewash drug products in § 349.78(a)
to delete “eye lotion” and replace it
with “eye irrigation.” The agency does
not consider the term “eye lotion” fully
informative to consumers in stating the
purpose of the water in the eyewash
drug product. Manufacturers should
state the purpose of the water as either
“eyewash” or “eye irrigation.”

Section 201.66(c)(2) requires the
labeling to state the quantity of each
active ingredient. For products
marketed without discrete dosage
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directions, such as eyewashes, the
labeling should state the proportion of
each active ingredient. For eyewashes,
the quantity of water should be stated as
the percentage of the total product,
which is likely to be 98 to 99 percent.
It is not necessary to state “in each
bottle” or an amount per dosage unit.
To the extent that 5 U.S.C. 553 applies
to this action, it is exempt from notice
and comment because it constitutes a
rule of agency procedure under 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(3)(A). Alternatively, the agency’s
implementation of this action without
opportunity for public comment comes
within the good cause exceptions in 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(3)(B) in that obtaining
public comment is impracticable,
unnecessary, and contrary to public
interest. This labeling revision
represents a minor clarifying change
that does not change the substance of
the labeling requirements contained in
the final regulations. In accordance with
21 CFR 10.40(e)(1), FDA is providing an
opportunity for comment on whether
the regulation should be modified or
revoked.

IV. Analysis of Impacts

FDA has examined the impacts of the
final rule under Executive Order 12866,
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
601-612), and the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (Public Law 104—4).
Executive Order 12866 directs agencies
to assess all costs and benefits of
available regulatory alternatives and,
when regulation is necessary, to select
regulatory approaches that maximize
net benefits (including potential
economic, environmental, public health
and safety, and other advantages;
distributive impacts; and equity). Under
the Regulatory Flexibility Act, if a rule
has a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities, an
agency must analyze regulatory options
that would minimize any significant
impact of the rule on small entities.
Section 202(a) of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 requires
that agencies prepare a written
statement of anticipated costs and
benefits before proposing any rule that
may result in an expenditure in any one
year by state, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or by the
private sector, of $100 million (adjusted
annually for inflation).

The agency concludes that this final
rule is consistent with the principles set
out in Executive Order 12866 and in
these two statutes. The Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 does not
require FDA to prepare a statement of
costs and benefits for this final rule,
because the final rule is not expected to
result in any 1-year expenditure that

would exceed $100 million adjusted for
inflation. The current inflation adjusted
statutory threshold is about $110
million. No further analysis is required
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
because the agency has determined that
this final rule will not have a significant
effect on a substantial number of small
entities.

As discussed previously, FDA is
implementing this action to clarify the
final monograph for OTC ophthalmic
drug products. This will facilitate
compliance with the labeling provisions
in §201.66. OTC ophthalmic drug
products were supposed to be in
compliance with this section by May 186,
2002. The agency believes that while
some products may have already
incorporated the labeling format
described in this technical amendment,
other products have not.

The agency believes 25 manufacturers
produce approximately 40 eyewash
products, which are represented by up
to 60 stock keeping units (SKUs). To
minimize any impacts on any of these
manufacturers not currently in
compliance, the agency is providing
them with up to 24 months (or the date
of the first major labeling revision of the
product after the effective date of this
final rule, whichever occurs first) to
relabel their products. The agency
believes the cost of a label change to a
particular SKU will not exceed $3,000.
Based on this information, the total one-
time costs of relabeling would be
$180,000 ($3,000 per SKU x 60 SKUs).
The average cost per manufacturer
would be $7,200 ($180,000 / 25
manufacturers). These estimates likely
overstate the true burden of this rule, as
the agency believes some manufacturers
may already be in compliance and
would incur no additional costs. Also,
some manufacturers might be able to
make these changes during the
implementation period as part of
routinely scheduled label revisions.

The Regulatory Flexibility Act
requires the agency to analyze whether
a rule may have a significant impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
According to the Small Business
Administration, manufacturers of OTC
ophthalmic drug products, as part of the
North American Industry Classification
System (NAICS) code 325412
(pharmaceutical preparations), are small
entities if they have fewer than 750
employees. The agency has reviewed
information on the manufacturers of
OTC eyewash drug products and
believes 22 of the 25 manufacturers are
small entities. These small entities have
average annual revenues of $10.7
million. The cost of the rule per affected
small entity would be 0.067 percent

($7,200 / $10.7 million) of average
annual revenues.

The two smallest of these small
entities have reported annual revenues
of approximately $1 million. The agency
believes one of these manufacturers to
have three SKUs. The total cost of the
final rule for this particular small entity
would be 0.9 percent (3 SKUs x $3,000
per SKU / $1 million). Thus, the impact
on any of the small entities would be
less than 1 percent of annual revenues.
The agency therefore certifies that this
final rule will not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.

V. Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

The agency concludes that the
labeling requirements in this document
are not subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget because
they do not constitute a “collection of
information”” under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501
et seq.). Rather, the labeling statements
are a ‘““public disclosure of information
originally supplied by the Federal
Government to the recipient for the
purpose of disclosure to the public” (5
CFR 1320.3(c)(2)).

VI. Environmental Impact

The agency has determined under 21
CFR 25.31(a) that this action is of a type
that does not individually or
cumulatively have a significant effect on
the human environment. Therefore,
neither an environmental assessment
nor an environmental impact statement
is required.

VII. Federalism

FDA has analyzed this final rule in
accordance with the principles set forth
in Executive Order 13132. FDA has
determined that the rule does not
contain policies that 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. Accordingly, the
agency has concluded that the rule does
not contain policies that have
federalism implications as defined in
the Executive order and, consequently,
a federalism summary impact statement
is not required.

VIIL Opportunity for Comments

Interested persons may submit to the
Dockets Management Branch (see
ADDRESSES) written or electronic
comments regarding this document.
Submit a single copy of electronic
comments to http://www.fda.gov/
dockets/ecomments or three hard copies
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of any written comments, except that
individuals may submit one hard copy.
Comments are to be identified with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document and may be
accompanied by a supporting
memorandum or brief. Received
comments may be seen in the Dockets
Management Branch between 9 a.m. and
4 p.m., Monday through Friday.

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 349

Labeling, Opthalmic goods and
services, Over-the-counter drugs.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs, 21 CFR part 349 is
amended as follows:

PART 349—OPHTHALMIC DRUG
PRODUCTS FOR OVER-THE-
COUNTER HUMAN USE

1. The authority citation for 21 CFR
part 349 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 321, 351, 352, 353,
355, 360, 371.

2. Section 349.20 is revised to read as
follows:

§349.20 Eyewashes.

The active ingredient of the product is
purified water. The product also
contains suitable tonicity agents to
establish isotonicity with tears, suitable
agents for establishing pH and buffering
to achieve the same pH as tears, and a
suitable preservative agent.

3. Section 349.78 is amended by
revising paragraph (a) to read as follows:

§349.78 Labeling of eyewash drug
products.

(a) Statement of identity. The labeling
of the product identifies the product
with one or more of the following terms:
“eyewash,” “eye irrigation,” or “‘eye
irrigating solution.”

* * * * *

Dated: January 31, 2003.
Margaret M. Dotzel,
Associate Commissioner for Policy.

[FR Doc. 03—-3926 Filed 2—18-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-S

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
23 CFR Part 636

[FHWA Docket No. FHWA-2000-7799]
RIN 2125-AE79

Design-Build Contracting

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Correction to final rule.

SUMMARY: This document corrects the
final rule on design-build contracting
published in the Federal Register on
December 10, 2002 (67 FR 75902). The
FHWA is correcting a typographical
error concerning the relative weight of
evaluation factors other than cost or
price.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The final rule is
effective January 9, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
technical information: Mr. Gerald
Yakowenko, Office of Program
Administration (HIPA), (202) 366—1562.
For legal information: Mr. Harold
Aikens, Office of the Chief Counsel
(HCC-30), (202) 366—1373, Federal
Highway Administration, 400 Seventh
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20590—
0001. Office hours are from 8 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., e.t., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Electronic Access

This document, the final rule, the
NPRM, and all comments received by
the U.S. Dockets Facility, Room PL—410,
may be viewed through the Docket
Management System (DMS) at http://
dms.dot.gov. The DMS is available 24
hours each day, 365 days a year.
Electronic submission and retrieval help
and guidelines are available under the
help section of this web site.

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded by using a
computer, modem and suitable
communication software from the
Government Printing Office’s Electronic
Bulletin Board Service at (202) 512—
1661.

Internet users may reach the Office of
the Federal Register’s home page at:
http://www.archives.gov and the
Government Printing Office’s Web site
at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara.

Background

Section 1307 of the Transportation
Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-
21, Public Law 105-178, 112 Stat. 107
(1998)) amends 23 U.S.C. 112 to allow
the design-build contracting method
after the FHWA promulgates a
regulation prescribing the Secretary’s
approval criteria and procedures on
qualified projects. The TEA-21 defined
qualified projects as projects that
comply with the criteria in this
regulation and whose total costs are
estimated to exceed: (1) $5 million for
intelligent transportation system
projects, and (2) $50 million for any
other project. It also provides certain
key requirements that the FHWA must

address in the development of these
regulations.

On December 10, 2002, at 67 FR
75902, the FHWA published a final rule
on Design-Build Contracting that
implemented the regulations for design-
build contracting as mandated by
section 1307 of TEA-21. 