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paragraph (a) of this AD: Before further flight,
do the applicable actions for that spindle, as
specified in paragraph (b)(1) or (b)(2) of this
AD, per the Work Instructions of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 737-57A1277, dated
July 25, 2002. Thereafter, repeat the
inspections required by paragraph (a) of this
AD at intervals not to exceed 12,000 flight
cycles or 8 years, whichever is first, on the
overhauled or replaced spindle only.

(1) If any corrosion is found in the carriage
spindle, overhaul the spindle.

(2) If any crack or fracture is found in the
carriage spindle, replace with a new or
overhauled carriage spindle.

Note 2: Although Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 737-57A1277, dated July 25, 2002,
recommends that operators report inspection
findings of any crack or fracture in the
carriage spindle to the manufacturer, this AD
does not contain such a reporting
requirement.

New Requirements of This AD

Overhaul or Replacement

(c) Overhaul or replace, as applicable, all
four carriage spindles (two on each flap) of
the left and right outboard mid-flaps at the
applicable time specified in paragraph (c)(1)
or (c)(2) of this AD, per the Work Instructions
of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737—
57A1218, Revision 3, dated July 25, 2002.
Thereafter, repeat the applicable overhaul or
replacement at intervals not to exceed 20,000
flight cycles or 8 years, whichever is first.
Accomplishment of this paragraph ends the
repetitive inspections required by paragraphs
(a) and (b) of this AD.

(1) For Model 737-100, —200, and —200C
series airplanes, overhaul or replace at the
later of the times specified in paragraphs
(c)(1)({) and (c)(1)(ii) of this AD.

(i) Before the accumulation of 20,000 total
flight cycles on the carriage spindle, or
within 8 years since overhaul of the spindle
or installation of a new spindle, whichever
is first.

(ii) Within 2 years after the effective date
of this AD.

(2) For Model 737-300, =400, and —500
series airplanes, overhaul or replace at the
later of the times specified in paragraphs
(c)(2)() and (c)(2)(ii) of this AD.

(i) Before the accumulation of 20,000 total
flight cycles on the carriage spindle, or
within 8 years since overhaul of the spindle
or installation of a new spindle, whichever
is first.

(ii) Within 4 years after the effective date
of this AD.

(d) During accomplishment of any
overhaul required by paragraph (c) of this
AD, use the procedures specified in
paragraphs (d)(1) and (d)(2) of this AD during
application of the nickel plating of the
carriage spindle in addition to those
specified in Boeing 737 Standard Overhaul
Practices Manual, Chapter 20-42-09.

(1) Begin the hydrogen embrittlement relief
bake within 10 hours after application of the
plating, or less than 24 hours after the current
was first applied to the part, whichever is
first.

(2) The maximum deposition rate of the
nickel plating that is deposited in any one

plating/baking cycle must not exceed 0.002-
inch-per-hour.

(e) Overhauling or replacing the carriage
spindles before the effective date of this AD,
in accordance with Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 737-57A1277, dated July 25, 2002,
is considered acceptable for compliance with
the overhaul or replacement specified in
paragraph (c) of this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(f)(1) In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, the
Manager, Seattle Aircraft Certification Office,
FAA, is authorized to approve alternative
methods of compliance for this AD.

(2) Alternative methods of compliance,
approved previously per AD 2002-22-05,
amendment 39-12929, are approved as
alternative methods of compliance with
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this AD.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
29, 2003.

Ali Bahrami,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03—-27672 Filed 11-3—-03; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain Raytheon Model Beech 400A
and 400T series airplanes. This proposal
would require an inspection to
determine the part number of the A194
roll trim printed circuit board (PCB),
and replacement of certain PCBs with
improved parts. This action is necessary
to prevent intermittent sticking of the
relays on the PCB in either the open or
closed position, which could result in
an out-of-trim condition that could
require using considerable control
wheel force to keep the wings level, and
consequent reduced controllability of
the airplane. This action is intended to
address the identified unsafe condition.
DATES: Comments must be received by
December 19, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport

Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2002—-NM—
225-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055—4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9 a.m. and 3 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. Comments may be submitted
via fax to (425) 227-1232. Comments
may also be sent via the Internet using
the following address: 9-anm-
nprmcomment@faa.gov. Comments sent
via fax or the Internet must contain
“Docket No. 2002-NM-225—-AD” in the
subject line and need not be submitted
in triplicate. Comments sent via the
Internet as attached electronic files must
be formatted in Microsoft Word 97 or
2000 or ASCII text.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Raytheon Aircraft Company,
Department 62, P.O. Box 85, Wichita,
Kansas 67201-0085. This information
may be examined at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington; or at
the FAA, Wichita Aircraft Certification
Office, 1801 Airport Road, room 100,
Mid-Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Philip Petty, Aerospace Engineer,
Systems and Propulsion Branch, ACE-
116W, FAA, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office, 1801 Airport Road,
room 100, Mid-Continent Airport,
Wichita, Kansas 67209; telephone (316)
946—4139; fax (316) 946—4407.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

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

Submit comments using the following
format:

* Organize comments issue-by-issue.
For example, discuss a request to
change the compliance time and a
request to change the service bulletin
reference as two separate issues.

» For each issue, state what specific
change to the proposed AD is being
requested.

¢ Include justification (e.g., reasons or
data) for each request.

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

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this action
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 2002-NM—-225-AD.”
The postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM-114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
2002-NM-225-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055—4056.

Discussion

The FAA has received reports
indicating that the roll trim tab on
certain Raytheon Model Beech 400A
and 400T series airplanes operated to a
fully deflected position while the other
trim tab remained in neutral. This
condition can be caused by premature
failure of the relays used on the existing
printed circuit board (PCB), which may
stick intermittently in either the open or
closed position. In most of the cases
reported, the autopilot was engaged. In
some instances, the flightcrew is alerted
to this condition by the illumination of
a yellow, boxed letter ““A” annunciator
on the primary flight display (PFD) and/
or slow rotation of the control wheel
away from the neutral position. The
annunciator on the PFD indicates the
spoiler servo torque load is high and
may indicate an out-of-trim condition.

Reports indicate that flightcrew action
is to disengage the autopilot and attempt
to manually retrim the fully deflected
roll trim tab. The flightcrews have
reported to the manufacturer that this
method has proven to be ineffective in
some cases due to no movement from
the deflected trim tab or no movement
from the opposite trim tab. Recently,
one crew reported that both trim tabs
became fully deflected in opposite
directions when the flightcrew
attempted to trim one of the tabs from
the neutral position. The resultant
condition required high spoiler surface
deflection angles to compensate for the
out-of-trim condition while at cruise.

Intermittent sticking of the relays on
the PCB in either the open or closed

position could result in the roll trim tab
operating to a fully deflected position
while the other trim tab remained in
neutral, which could result in an out-of-
trim condition that could require using
considerable control wheel force to keep
the wings level, and consequent
reduced controllability of the airplane.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

The FAA has reviewed and approved
Raytheon Service Bulletin SB 27-3464,
dated December 2001, which describes
procedures for an inspection to
determine the part number of the A194
roll trim PCB, and replacement of
certain PCBs with improved parts that
have demonstrated longer operational
capability. Accomplishment of the
actions specified in the service bulletin
is intended to adequately address the
identified unsafe condition.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed AD

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other products of this same
type design, the proposed AD would
require accomplishment of the actions
specified in the service bulletin
described previously, except as
discussed below.

Difference Between the Service Bulletin
and This Proposed AD

The service bulletin specifies that the
appropriate part number for the
replacement PCB is 128—-364122-7;
however, this AD allows installation of
replacement PCBs having part number
128-364122-7 or higher (i.e., 128—
364122-9, —11, etc.).

Cost Impact

There are approximately 467
airplanes of the affected design in the
worldwide fleet. The FAA estimates that
430 airplanes of U.S. registry would be
affected by this proposed AD, that it
would take approximately 1 work hour
per airplane to accomplish the proposed
inspection, and that the average labor
rate is $65 per work hour. Based on
these figures, the cost impact of the
proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $27,950, or $65 per
airplane.

The cost impact figure discussed
above is based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this proposed AD were not adopted. The
cost impact figures discussed in AD
rulemaking actions represent only the
time necessary to perform the specific

actions actually required by the AD.
These figures typically do not include
incidental costs, such as the time
required to gain access and close up,
planning time, or time necessitated by
other administrative actions.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have a substantial direct
effect on the States, on the relationship
between the national Government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
it is determined that this proposal
would not have federalism implications
under Executive Order 13132.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Raytheon Aircraft Company (Formerly
Beech): Docket 2002-NM—225-AD.

Applicability: Model Beech 400A series
airplanes having serial numbers RK—45, and
RK-49 through RK-322 inclusive; and Model
400T series airplanes having serial numbers
TT-1 through TT-180 inclusive, and TX-1
through TX-12 inclusive; certificated in any
category.
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Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent intermittent sticking of the
relays on the roll trim printed circuit board
(PCB) in either the open or closed position,
which could result in an out-of-trim
condition that could require using
considerable control wheel force to keep the
wings level, and consequent reduced
controllability of the airplane, accomplish
the following:

Inspection and Replacement, if Necessary

(a) Within 200 flight hours or 6 months
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs first, perform an inspection to
determine the part number of the A194 roll
trim PCB, in accordance with Raytheon
Service Bulletin SB 27-3464, dated
December 2001.

(1) If the A194 roll trim PCB has a part
number of 128-364122-7 or higher (i.e., 128—
364122-9, —11, etc.): No further action is
required by this paragraph.

(2) If the A194 roll trim PCB does not have
a part number of 128-364122-7 or higher:
Before further flight, replace the A194 roll
trim PCB with a PCB having a part number
of 128-364122-7 or higher, in accordance
with the service bulletin.

Parts Installation

(b) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install on any airplane an A194
roll trim PCB having part number 128—
3641221 or 128-364122-5.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(c) In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, the
Manager, Wichita Aircraft Certification
Office, FAA, is authorized to approve
alternative methods of compliance for this
AD.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
29, 2003.
Ali Bahrami,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03—27669 Filed 11-3—-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13—-P
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RIN 2127-Al163

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standards; Hydraulic and Electric
Brake Systems

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA),
Department of Transportation (DOT).
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: In this document, NHTSA
proposes to amend the Federal motor

vehicle safety standard on hydraulic
and electric brake systems to include an
option for the use of a roll bar structure
during specified testing of brake systems
in single unit trucks and buses. This
option is already available during
similar testing of air braked trucks and
buses. We tentatively conclude that
permitting the use of a roll bar structure
would help protect drivers and
technicians in the event of a rollover
during testing of hydraulically-braked
trucks and buses. The safety of drivers
and technicians is a primary concern
during vehicle testing. The use of a roll
bar structure would offer protection to
the drivers and technicians performing
brake tests conducted at lightly loaded
vehicle weight.

DATES: You should submit comments
early enough to ensure that Docket
Management receives them not later
than January 5, 2004.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
[identified by DOT DMS Docket Number
NHTSA-1999-6550] by any of the
following methods:

» Web site: http://dms.dot.gov.
Follow the instructions for submitting
comments on the DOT electronic docket
site.

¢ Fax: 1-202—493-2251.

* Mail: Docket Management Facility;
U.S. Department of Transportation, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Nassif Building,
Room PL-401, Washington, DC 20590—
001.

* Hand Delivery: Room P1L-401 on
the plaza level of the Nassif Building,
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington,
DC, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.

» Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
online instructions for submitting
comments.

Instructions: All submissions must
include the agency name and docket
number or Regulatory Identification
Number (RIN) for this rulemaking. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments and additional information
on the rulemaking process, see the
Submission of Comments heading of the
Supplementary Information section of
this document. Note that all comments
received will be posted without change
to http://dms.dot.gov, including any
personal information provided. Please
see the Privacy Act heading under
Regulatory Notices.

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or
comments received, go to http://
dms.dot.gov at any time or to Room PL—
401 on the plaza level of the Nassif
Building, 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 5

p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal Holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
non-legal issues, you may call Samuel
Daniel Jr., Safety Standards Engineer,
Office of Crash Avoidance Standards,
Vehicle Dynamics Division, at (202)
366—4921, and fax him at (202) 493—
2739.

For legal issues, you may call
Christopher Calamita of the NHTSA
Office of Chief Counsel, at (202) 366—
2992, and fax him at (202) 366—3820.

You may send mail to both of these
officials at the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration, 400 Seventh St.,
SW., Washington, DC, 20590.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

NHTSA has two brake standards for
medium and heavy vehicles. Federal
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard (FMVSS)
No. 105, Hydraulic and electric brake
systems, applies to vehicles with
hydraulic brakes. FMVSS No. 121, Air
brake systems, applies to vehicles with
air brakes.

FMVSS No. 105 and 121 have similar
brake performance requirements, but the
two standards differ with respect to
their specifications concerning the use
of a roll bar during these tests. Roll bars
are sometimes added to vehicles for
brake testing if there are concerns about
a possible vehicle rollover.

Air braked vehicles—roll bar use in
braking-in-a-curve test. On March 10,
1995, NHTSA published a final rule
amending FMVSS No. 121 requiring all
air braked vehicles to be equipped with
antilock brake systems (ABS) (60 FR
13216). The amendments to FMVSS No.
121 included a braking-in-a-curve
performance test for truck tractors. Due
to concern of potential vehicle rollover,
the agency also included a
manufacturer’s option for using a roll
bar structure during performance of that
test at lightly loaded vehicle weight
(LLVW). Loading of a vehicle to test at
the gross vehicle weight rating (GVWR)
already afforded manufacturers the
opportunity to use a roll bar structure.

Air braked vehicles—roll bar use in
straight line stop and parking brake
grade holding tests. In response to a
petition from the Truck Manufacturers
Association, we published a final rule
correcting and clarifying the air brake
standard (66 FR 64154; December 12,
2001). The December 2001 final rule
permitted the use of a roll bar structure
for vehicles tested at lightly loaded
vehicle weight in certain FMVSS No.
121 tests, including the 60 mph straight-
line stop and the parking brake grade
holding tests. In extending the option
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