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technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Comments should reference OMB No.
0581-NEW and the Florida tomato
marketing order, and be sent to USDA
in care of the Docket Clerk at the
previously mentioned address. All
comments received will be available for
public inspection during regular
business hours at the same address.

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
become a matter of public record.

In addition to the information
collection burden, this rule also invites
comments on revising the regulations
concerning the COP requirements. A 60-
day comment period is provided to
allow interested persons to respond to
this proposal. All written comments
timely received will be considered prior
to finalization of this rule.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 966

Marketing agreements, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Tomatoes.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, 7 CFR part 966 is proposed to
be amended as follows:

PART 966—TOMATOES GROWN IN
FLORIDA

1. The authority citation for 7 CFR
part 966 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 601-674.

2. In Part 966, a new § 966.124 is
added to read as follows:

§966.124 Approved receiver.

(a) Approved receiver. Any person
who desires to acquire, as an approved
receiver, tomatoes for purposes as set
forth in § 966.120(a), shall annually,
prior thereto, file an application with
the committee on a form approved by it,
which shall contain, but not be limited
to, the following information:

(1) Name, address, contact person,
telephone number, and e-mail address
of applicant;

(2) Purpose of shipment;

(3) Physical address of where
manufacturing or other specified
purpose is to occur;

(4) Whether or not the receiver packs,
repacks or sells fresh tomatoes;

(5) A statement that the tomatoes
obtained exempt from the fresh tomato
regulations will not be resold or
transferred for resale, directly or
indirectly, but will be used only for the
purpose specified in the corresponding
certificate of privilege;

(6) A statement agreeing to undergo
random inspection by the committee;

(7) A statement agreeing to submit
such reports as is required by the
committee.

(b) The committee, or its duly
authorized agents, shall give prompt
consideration to each application for an
approved receiver and shall determine
whether the application is approved or
disapproved and notify the applicant
accordingly.

(c) The committee, or its duly
authorized agents, may rescind a
person’s approved receiver status upon
proof satisfactory that such a receiver
has handled tomatoes contrary to the
provisions established under the
Certificate of Privilege. Such action
rescinding approved receiver status
shall apply to and not exceed a
reasonable period of time as determined
by the committee or its duly authorized
agents. Any person who has been
denied as an approved receiver or who
has had their approved receiver status
rescinded, may appeal to the committee
for reconsideration. Such an appeal
shall be made in writing.

3.In §966.323, a new paragraph (c)(5)
is added and paragraph (g) is amended
by removing the last three sentences and
adding five new sentences in their place
to read as follows:

§966.323 Handling regulations.

* * * * *

(C]* * %

(5) Make shipments only to those who
have qualified with the committee as
approved receivers.

* * * * *

(g)* * *Processing as used in
§§966.120 and 966.323 means the
manufacture of any tomato product
which has been converted into juice, or
preserved by any commercial process,
including canning, dehydrating, drying,
and the addition of chemical
substances. Further, all processing
procedures must result in a product that
does not require refrigeration until
opened. Pickling as used in §§966.120
and 966.323 means to preserve tomatoes
in a brine or vinegar solution. U.S.
tomato standards means the revised
United States Standards for Fresh
Tomatoes (7 CFR 51.1855 through
51.1877), effective October 1, 1991, as
amended, or variations thereof specified
in this section. Other terms in this
section shall have the same meaning as
when used in Marketing Agreement No.
125, as amended, and this part, and the
U.S. tomato standards.

Dated: May 20, 2005.
Kenneth C. Clayton,

Acting Administrator, Agricultural Marketing
Service.

[FR Doc. 05-10468 Filed 5—26-05; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to revise
an existing airworthiness directive (AD)
for Turbomeca S.A. Arrius Models 2B,
2B1, and 2F turboshaft engines. That AD
currently requires replacing the right
injector half manifold, left injector half
manifold, and privilege injector pipe.
This proposed AD would require the
same actions, but relaxes the
compliance time for the repetitive
replacements on Arrius 2F engines. This
proposed AD results from Turbomeca
relaxing the repetitive replacement
interval for Arrius 2F engine fuel
nozzles based on review of returned fuel
nozzles to Turbomeca. We are proposing
this AD to prevent engine flameout
during rapid deceleration, or the
inability to maintain the 2.5 minutes
one engine inoperative (OEI) rating, and
to prevent air path cracks due to
blockage of the fuel injection manifolds.
DATES: We must receive any comments
on this proposed AD by July 26, 2005.
ADDRESSES: Use one of the following
addresses to comment on this proposed
AD:

¢ By mail: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), New England
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2000—-NE—
12—-AD, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA 01803-5299.

e By fax: (781) 238-7055.

¢ By e-mail: 9-ane-
adcomment@faa.gov.

You can get the service information
identified in this proposed AD from
Turbomeca S.A., 40220 Tarnos, France;
telephone: (33) 05 59 64 40 00; fax: (33)
05 59 64 60 80.

You may examine the AD docket, by
appointment, at the FAA, New England



30652

Federal Register/Vol. 70, No. 102 /Friday, May 27, 2005 /Proposed Rules

Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christopher Spinney, Aerospace
Engineer, Engine Certification Office,
FAA, Engine and Propeller Directorate,
12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA 01803-5299; telephone:
(781) 238-7175; fax: (781) 238-7199.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

We invite you to submit any written
relevant data, views, or arguments
regarding this proposal. Send your
comments to an address listed under
ADDRESSES. Include ““AD Docket No.
2000-NE-12—AD” in the subject line of
your comments. If you want us to
acknowledge receipt of your mailed
comments, send us a self-addressed,
stamped postcard with the docket
number written on it; we will date-
stamp your postcard and mail it back to
you. We specifically invite comments
on the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed AD. If a person contacts us
verbally, and that contact relates to a
substantive part of this proposed AD,
we will summarize the contact and
place the summary in the docket. We
will consider all comments received by
the closing date and may amend the
proposed AD in light of those
comments.

Examining the AD Docket

You may examine the AD Docket
(including any comments and service
information), by appointment, between
8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays. See
ADDRESSES for the location.

Discussion

On April 16, 2001, we issued AD
2001-08-14, Amendment 39-12218 (66
FR 20910, April 26, 2001). That AD
requires replacing the right injector half
manifold, left injector half manifold,
and privilege injector pipe. That AD
results from reports from the Direction
Generale de L’Aviation Civile (DGAC),
which is the airworthiness authority for
France, of partially or totally blocked
fuel injection manifolds, which were
found during inspections at a repair
workshop.

Actions Since AD 2001-08-14 Was
Issued

Since we issued AD 2001-08-14, we
became aware that Turbomeca S.A. has
relaxed the repetitive replacement
interval for the right injector half
manifold, left injector half manifold,
and privilege injector pipe, on Arrius 2F

engines, from within 200 hours time-in-
service (TIS) since last replacement, to
within 400 hours TIS since last
replacement.

Relevant Service Information

Turbomeca has issued six revisions to
alert service bulletin (ASB) No. A319 73
2012, for Arrius 2B and 2B1 turboshaft
engines and has issued seven revisions
to ASB No. A319 73 4001 for Arrius 2F
turboshaft engines. These ASBs require
the replacement of the right injector half
manifold, left injector half manifold,
and privilege injector pipes, based on
operating hours and power check
performance. When replacing the
manifolds for the first time, the ASBs
also require a borescope inspection of
the flame tube and the high pressure
turbine (HPT) area. The DGAC classified
the original ASBs as mandatory and
issued AD 1999-217(A) and AD 1999—
233(A) in order to assure the
airworthiness of these Turbomeca
turboshaft engines in France.

Bilateral Agreement Information

These Turbomeca Arrius Models 2B,
2B1, and 2F turboshaft engines are
manufactured in France and are type-
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of § 21.29 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR 21.29) and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
the DGAC has kept us informed of the
situation described above. We have
examined the DGAC’s findings,
reviewed all available information, and
determined that AD action is necessary
for products of this type design that are
certificated for operation in the United
States.

FAA’s Determination and Requirements
of the Proposed AD

We are proposing this AD, which
would:

¢ Relax the repetitive replacement
compliance time for Arrius 2F engines
in AD 2001-08-14, from 200 hours TIS
to 400 hours TIS; and

e Asin AD 2001-08-14, replace the
right injector half manifolds, left
injector half manifolds, and privilege
injector pipes with 200 or more hours
TIS on the effective date of the proposed
AD within 30 days after the effective
date of the proposed AD; and

e Asin AD 2001-08-14, thereafter,
for Arrius Models 2B and 2B1 turboshaft
engines, replace injector manifolds
within 200 hours TIS since last
replacement.

The proposed AD would require you
to use the service information described
previously to perform these actions.

Costs of Compliance

There are about 266 Turbomeca S.A.
Arrius Models 2B, 2B1, and 2F
turboshaft engines of the affected design
in the worldwide fleet. We estimate that
124 of these engines are installed on
helicopters of U.S. registry. We also
estimate that it would take about two
work hours per engine to perform the
proposed actions, and that the average
labor rate is $65 per work hour.
Required parts would cost about
$14,320 per engine. The manufacturer
has advised the DGAC that it may
provide the parts at no cost to the
operator, thereby substantially reducing
the cost of this proposed rule. Based on
these figures, we estimate the total cost
of the proposed AD to U.S. operators, to
replace all of the affected parts one time,
to be $1,791,800.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
Section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII,
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701,
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We have determined that this
proposed AD would not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This proposed AD 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.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that the 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. Would not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
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under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

We prepared a summary of the costs
to comply with this proposal 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.
2000-NE-12-AD” in your request.

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 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
removing Amendment 39-12218 (66 FR
20910, April 26, 2001) and by adding a
new airworthiness directive, to read as
follows:

Turbomeca: Docket No. 2000-NE-12-AD.
Revises AD 2001-08-14, Amendment
39-12218.

Applicability

This airworthiness directive (AD) is
applicable to Arrius Models 2B, 2B1, and 2F
engines. These engines are installed on but
not limited to Eurocopter France Model

EC120B and Eurocopter Deutschland EC135
T1 rotorcraft.

Note 1: This AD applies to each engine
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
engines that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance

Compliance with this AD is required as
indicated, unless already done.

To prevent engine flameout and the
inability to maintain the 2.5 minutes one
engine inoperative (OEI) rating due to
blockage of the fuel injection manifolds, do
the following:

Initial Replacement

(a) If not already done in accordance with
Turbomeca Alert Service Bulletin (ASB) No.
A319 73 2012, Revision 2, dated May 25,
1999, or Revision 3, dated July 21, 2000, or
ASB No. A319 73 4001, Revision 3, dated
May 25, 1999 or Revision 4, dated October
20, 2000, replace injector manifolds and
borescope-inspect the flame tube and the
high pressure turbine area within 30 days
after the effective date of this AD, or prior to
exceeding 200 hours time-in-service (TIS),
whichever is later. Do these in accordance
with Instructions 2.A. through 2.C. of
Turbomeca ASB No. A319 73 2012, Revision
6, dated August 14, 2004 for Arrius 2B and
2B1 turboshaft engines, and ASB No. A319
73 4001, Revision 7, dated August 14, 2004,
for Arrius 2F turboshaft engines, except that
replacement may be done at any
appropriately rated repair shop.

Repetitive Replacements

(b) Thereafter, replace injector manifolds,
in accordance with Instructions 2.A. through
2.C. of Turbomeca ASB No. A319 73 2012,
Revision 6, dated August 14, 2004 for Arrius
2B and 2B1 turboshaft engines, and ASB No.
A319 73 4001, Revision 7, dated August 14,
2004, for Arrius 2F turboshaft engines, except
that replacement may be done at any
appropriately rated repair shop, as follows:

(1) For Arrius 2B and 2B1 engines, replace
within 200 hours TIS since last injector
manifolds replacement.

(2) For Arrius 2F engines, replace within
400 hours TIS since last injector manifolds
replacement.

(3) For all engines, replace injector
manifolds before further flight after
performing the applicable flight manual or
overhaul manual power check if that check
shows a negative turbine outlet temperature
(TOT) margin or negative T4 margin.

Definition

(c) For the purposes of this AD, time-in-
service (TIS) is defined as the number of
engine operating hours on the manifolds
since the manifolds were new or since the
manifolds were refurbished.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Engine
Certification Office. Operators shall submit
their request through an appropriate FAA
Principal Maintenance Inspector, who may
add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Engine Certification Office.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this airworthiness directive,
if any, may be obtained from the Engine
Certification Office.

Special Flight Permits

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

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
May 23, 2005.

Jay J. Pardee,

Manager, Engine and Propeller Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 05-10634 Filed 5—26—05; 8:45 am)]
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SUMMARY: The FAA proposes to
supersede an existing airworthiness
directive (AD) for Rolls-Royce plc (RR)
models RB211 Trent 875—17, Trent 877—
17, Trent 884—17, Trent 884B—17, Trent
892—17, Trent 892B-17, and Trent 895—
17 turbofan engines with low pressure
(LP) compressor fan blades, part number
(P/N) FW18548 installed. That AD
currently requires LP compressor fan
blade replacement with new or
previously reworked blades, or rework
of the existing LP compressor fan
blades. This proposed AD would require
the same actions but at reduced
compliance times for certain airplane
and engine rating combinations and
certain maximum gross weight limits.
This proposed AD results from a
number of new production LP
compressor blades found with surfaces
formed outside of design intent. We are
proposing this AD to prevent possible
multiple uncontained LP compressor
fan blade failure, due to cracking in the
blade root caused by increased stresses
in the shear key slots.

DATES: We must receive any comments
on this proposed AD by July 26, 2005.
ADDRESSES: Use one of the following
addresses to comment on this proposed
AD:

e By mail: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), New England
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2003—NE—
38—AD, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA 01803-5299.

e By fax: (781) 238-7055.

¢ By e-mail: 9-ane-
adcomment@faa.gov.

You can get the service information
identified in this proposed AD from
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