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Executive Order 13132. This AD 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.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this AD:

(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.

We prepared a summary of the costs
to comply with this AD and placed it in
the AD Docket. You may get a copy of
this summary by sending a request to us
at the address listed under ADDRESSES.
Include “AD Docket No. 2003—-NE—41—
AD” in your request.

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 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. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive (AD):

2004-04-09 Pratt & Whitney Canada:

Amendment 39-13490. Docket No.
2003-NE—41-AD.

Effective Date

(a) This AD becomes effective April 5,
2004.
Affected ADs

(b) None.
Applicability

(c) This AD applies to Pratt & Whitney
Canada (PWC) JT15D-1, —1A, and —1B
turbofan engines with certain impellers, part
number (P/N) 3020365, installed. These
engines are installed on, but not limited to,
Cessna Aircraft Company Models 500 and
501 airplanes.

Unsafe Condition

(d) This AD results from three reports of
uncontained failure of the impeller. The

actions specified in this AD are intended to
prevent uncontained failure of the impeller
and possible damage to the airplane.

Compliance

(e) You are responsible for having the
actions required by this AD performed within
the compliance times specified unless the
actions have already been done.

(f) If you have already inspected the
impeller, P/N 3020365, using PWC overhaul
manual Revision 14, or if the impeller is
listed in Appendix A of PWC Service
Bulletin (SB) No. JT15D-72-7590, dated May
23, 2003, no further action is required.

One-Time Borescope Inspection

(g) Perform a one-time borescope
inspection of the impeller rear face for
evidence of a machined groove or step, using
paragraph 3.B. of Accomplishment
Instructions of PWC SB No. JT15D-72-7590,
dated May 23, 2003, as follows:

(1) For engines with 5,000 or more cycles-
since-new (CSN) on the effective date of this
AD, inspect within 250 cycles-in-service
(CIS) after the effective date of this AD.

(2) For engines with fewer than 5,000 CSN
on the effective date of this AD, inspect
before reaching 5,250 CSN.

Disposition of Inspected Impellers

(h) Before further flight, repair or replace
impellers that do not pass the inspection
requirements of paragraph 3.B.(8) of
Accomplishment Instructions of PWC SB No.
JT15D-72-7590, dated May 23, 2003.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(i) The Manager, Engine Certification
Office, has the authority to approve
alternative methods of compliance for this
AD if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19.

Material Incorporated by Reference

(j) You must use Pratt & Whitney Canada
Service Bulletin No. JT15D-72-7590, dated
May 23, 2003, to perform the one-time
inspection required by this AD. The Director
of the Federal Register approved the
incorporation by reference of this service
bulletin in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a)
and 1 CFR part 51. You can get a copy from
Pratt & Whitney Canada, 1000 Marie-
Victorin, Longueuil, Quebec, Canada J4G1A1,
telephone (800) 268—8000; fax (450) 647—
2888. You can review copies at the FAA,
New England Region, Office of the Regional
Counsel, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol Street,
NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.

Related Information

(k) Transport Canada airworthiness
directive No. CF—2003-17, dated June 23,
2003, also addresses the subject of this AD.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
February 18, 2004.
Francis A. Favara,

Acting Manager, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 04—4100 Filed 2—27-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2003-NM-30-AD; Amendment
39-13492; AD 2004-04-11]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Dassault

Model Mystere-Falcon 50 Series
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to certain Dassault Model
Mystere-Falcon 50 series airplanes, that
requires applying PR (fuel tank sealant)
and installing PR patches over the
internal side panel recesses of the left-
hand and right-hand feeder tanks at
certain frames and stringers. This action
is necessary to prevent possible fuel
ignition in the event of a lightning strike
and consequent uncontained rupture of
the fuel tank(s). This action is intended
to address the identified unsafe
condition.

DATES: Effective April 5, 2004.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of April 5,
2004.

ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Dassault Falcon Jet, PO Box 2000,
South Hackensack, New Jersey 07606.
This information may be examined at
the Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA), Transport Airplane Directorate,
Rules Docket, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Rodina, Aerospace Engineer;
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055—4056; telephone (425) 227-2125;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an airworthiness directive (AD)
that is applicable to certain Dassault
Model Mystere-Falcon 50 series
airplanes was published in the Federal
Register on November 18, 2003 (68 FR
65005). That action proposed to require
applying PR (fuel tank sealant) and
installing PR patches over the internal
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side panel recesses of the left-hand and
right-hand feeder tanks at certain frames
and stringers.

Comments

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received from one
commenter.

Request To Revise Statement of Unsafe
Condition

The commenter, the airplane
manufacturer, requests that the wording
of the unsafe condition in the Summary
and Discussion sections of the proposed
AD be changed. The commenter
requests that the FAA change the
wording to emphasize that the current
design conforms to the certification
basis, but that a design improvement
has been developed. The French
airworthiness directive which parallels
the proposed AD states that the French
airworthiness directive was issued
because ““Analysis of an in-service
incident has shown the need to improve
the resistance of the feeder tank skins to
direct lightning effects.” The commenter
acknowledges that an unsafe condition
does exist.

The FAA partially agrees with the
commenter. The unsafe condition as
stated in the proposed AD is “This
action is necessary to prevent fuel
ignition in the event of a lightning strike
and consequent uncontained rupture of
the fuel tank(s).” We acknowledge that
this statement could be interpreted to
mean that each time the feeder tank
panels were struck by lightning, the
result would be fuel ignition and
rupture of the fuel tanks(s) due to a
problem with the current design of the
fuel feeder tanks. We acknowledge that
this result may not occur in all cases.
However, conformity to the approved
type design is not relevant in this
situation. An unsafe condition has been
identified based on an in-service event.
The airworthiness authority for the state
of design has issued an airworthiness
directive mandating corrective action.
We conclude that based on the
authority’s action the required
corrective action is more than a design
improvement. The unsafe condition
statement in the Summary and body of
this final rule will be changed to state
that this action is necessary to “‘prevent
possible fuel ignition in the event of a
lightning strike and consequent
uncontained rupture of the fuel tank(s).”
The Discussion section is not restated in
this final rule, so no change to the final
rule is necessary in this regard.

Request To Revise Cost Impact

The same commenter states that the
figures in the Cost Impact section of the
proposed AD do not match the figures
in Dassault Document DGT-DTF/NAV
89815, dated December 20, 2002.

From this comment we infer that the
commenter is requesting that the Cost
Impact section of the proposed AD be
revised. We do not concur. The figures
in Dassault Document DGT-DTF/NAV
89815 include work hours for preparing
an airplane (including degreasing and
cleaning) for the application of PR (fuel
tank sealant) and installation of PR
patches, and checking/testing the
airplane after accomplishment of those
actions. As stated in the proposed AD,
“the cost impact figures 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.”
Application of PR and installation of PR
patches are the specific actions required
by the proposed AD; the other actions
are incidental. We have not changed
this final rule regarding this issue.

Conclusion

After careful review of the available
data, including the comments noted
above, the FAA has determined that air
safety and the public interest require the
adoption of the rule with the change
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.

Cost Impact

We estimate that 213 airplanes of U.S.
registry will be affected by this AD, that
it will take approximately 40 work
hours per airplane to accomplish the
required actions, and that the average
labor rate is $65 per work hour.
Required parts will cost approximately
$5,890 per airplane. Based on these
figures, the cost impact of the AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be
$1,808,370, or $8,490 per airplane.

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

incidental costs, such as the time
required to gain access and close up,
planning time, or time necessitated by
other administrative actions.

Regulatory Impact

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

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

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

2004-04-11 Dassault Aviation:
Amendment 39-13492. Docket 2003—
NM-30-AD

Applicability: Model Mystere-Falcon 50
series airplanes, certificated in any category,
except those airplanes on which Dassault

Modification M2491 or Dassault Modification

M673 has been implemented.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent possible fuel ignition in the
event of a lightning strike and consequent

[Amended]
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uncontained rupture of the fuel tank(s),
accomplish the following:

Installation

(a) Within 18 months from the effective
date of this AD, apply PR (fuel tank sealant)
and install PR patches over the internal side-
panel recesses of the left-hand and right-hand
feeder tanks between frame 28 and frame 31
and from stringer 5 to stringer 13, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Dassault Service Bulletin
F50-415, dated November 27, 2002.
Although the service bulletin referenced in
this AD specifies to submit certain
information to the manufacturer, this AD
does not include such a requirement.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(b) In accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, the
Manager, International Branch, ANM-116,
Transport Airplane Directorate, FAA, is
authorized to approve alternative methods of
compliance for this AD.

Incorporation by Reference

(c) The actions shall be done in accordance
with Dassault Service Bulletin F50—415,
dated November 27, 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 Dassault Falcon Jet, PO Box
2000, South Hackensack, New Jersey 07606.
Copies may be inspected at the FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington; or at the
Office of the Federal Register, 800 North
Capitol Street, NW., suite 700, Washington,
DC.

Note 1: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French airworthiness directive, dated
2002-595(B), dated November 27, 2002.

Effective Date

(d) This amendment becomes effective on
April 5, 2004.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on February
20, 2002.
Ali Bahrami,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 04—4254 Filed 2—27-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 2000-CE-73-AD; Amendment
39-13493; AD 2004-05-01]

RIN 2120-AA64
Airworthiness Directives; Bombardier
Inc. Model Otter DHC-3 Airplanes

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

SUMMARY: The FAA adopts a new
airworthiness directive (AD) for certain

Bombardier Inc. (formerly deHavilland
Inc.) Model Otter DHC-3 airplanes that
have turbine engines installed per one
of three supplemental type certificates
(STC). This AD prohibits you from
operating any affected airplane with
these engine and propeller
configurations unless a new STC for an
elevator servo-tab with a redundant
control linkage is installed. This AD is
the result of reports of the control rod
to the elevator servo-tab system
detaching from the elevator servo-tab,
which caused the elevator servo-tab to
flutter on airplanes with a turbine
engine installed. We are issuing this AD
to prevent a single failure of the elevator
servo-tab system, which could cause
severe tab flutter. This failure could lead
to possible loss of control of the
airplane.

DATES: This AD becomes effective on
April 20, 2004.

As of April 20, 2004, the Director of
the Federal Register approved the
incorporation by reference of certain
publications listed in the regulation.
ADDRESSES: You may get the service
information identified in this AD from:

¢ For STC No. SA3777NM: A.M.
Luton 3025 Eldridge Avenue,
Bellingham, Washington 98225;
telephone (360) 671-7817; facsimile
(360) 671-7820.

¢ For STC No. SA09866SC: Texas
Turbine Conversions, Inc., 8955 CR 135,
Celina, Texas 75009; telephone: (972)
382—4402; facsimile: (972) 382—4402.

» For STC No. SA09857SC: Canada
Turbine Conversions, Inc., Lot 16,
105081 Highway 11, Pine Falls MB ROE
1MO, Canada.

¢ For STC No. SA01059SE: American
Aeromotives, Inc. (American
Aeromotives), 3025 Eldridge Avenue,
Bellingham, Washington 98225,
telephone: (360) 671-7817; facsimile:
(360) 671-7820.

You may view the AD docket at FAA,
Central Region, Office of the Regional
Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket No.
2000—-CE-73-AD, 901 Locust, Room
506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. Office
hours are 8 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

e For STC No. SA3777NM or STC No.
SA01059SE: Richard Simonson,
Aerospace Engineer, FAA, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055; telephone: (425) 917-6507;
facsimile: (425) 917—-6590.

* For STC No. SA09866SC: Richard
Karanian, Aerospace Engineer, Special
Certification Office, FAA, Rotorcraft
Directorate, Special Certification Office,
2601 Meacham Boulevard, Fort Worth,

Texas 76193—-0190; telephone: (817)
222-5195; facsimile: (817) 222-5959.

¢ For STC No. SA09857SC: Peter W.
Hakala, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Special Certification Office, Rotorcraft
Directorate, 2601 Meacham Boulevard,
Fort Worth, Texas 76193—0190;
telephone: (817) 222—-5145; facsimile:
(817) 222-5785.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

What events have caused this AD?
The FAA has received several reports of
situations where pilots of Bombardier
Inc. Model Otter DHC-3 airplanes with
installed turbine engines have
experienced buffeting of the elevators.
All pilots declared an emergency and
safely landed their aircraft.

Investigation found that the control
rod to the elevator servo-tab system
detached from the elevator servo-tab
and caused the elevator servo-tab to
flutter. In all cases, the aircraft had been
modified with a Pratt and Whitney
PT6A-135 or a PT6A-34 turbine engine
per STC No. SA3777NM.

The certification basis for STC
SA3777NM includes freedom from
flutter and control reversal and
divergence, required by 14 CFR
23.629(f)(1). Further review reveals that
this requirement was not complied with
when the STC was issued. Subsequent
to the issuance of the STC, single
failures of the control system for the
servo-tab began causing the servo-tab to
flutter. The failures were attributed to
the increased velocity and airflow over
the servo-tab caused by the turbine
conversion.

As a method of compliance with 14
CFR 23.629(f)(1), American Aeromotives
has identified the installation of STC
No. SA01059SE (a new elevator servo-
tab and redundant control linkage) on
aircraft modified with a Pratt and
Whitney PT6A—-34/-135 turbine engine
per STC No. SA3777NM.

FAA has inspected affected airplanes
with STC No. SA09866SC or STC No.
SA09857SC installed and confirmed
that the same unsafe condition exists. At
this time, neither of these two STC
holders has identified a method of
compliance with 14 CFR 23.629(f)(1).

As a method of compliance with 14
CFR 23.629(f)(1), FAA has identified the
installation of STC No. SA01059SE (a
new elevator servo-tab and redundant
control linkage) on aircraft modified
with STC No. SA09866SC or STC No.
SA09857SC.

What is the potential impact if FAA
took no action? A single failure of the
elevator servo-tab system could cause
severe tab flutter and lead to possible
loss of control of the airplane.
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