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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 find and fix cracking of the skin, bear
strap, and sill chord of the lower lobe cargo
door cutout, which could lead to reduced
structural integrity of the lower lobe cargo
door cutout, and result in rapid
depressurization of the airplane, accomplish
the following:

Repetitive Inspections

(a) Perform detailed visual and high
frequency eddy current inspections to find
cracking of the skin, bear strap, and sill chord
at the upper aft and forward corners of the
lower lobe cargo door cutout, according to
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747–53A2448,
including Appendix A, dated September 28,
2000. Do the initial inspections at the time
shown in paragraph (a)(1) or (a)(2) of this AD,
as applicable, and repeat the inspections at
least every 3,000 flight cycles until paragraph
(c) of this AD is accomplished.

Note 2: For the purposes of this AD, a
detailed visual inspection is defined as: ‘‘An
intensive visual examination of a specific
structural area, system, installation, or
assembly to detect damage, failure, or
irregularity. Available lighting is normally
supplemented with a direct source of good
lighting at intensity deemed appropriate by
the inspector. Inspection aids such as mirror,
magnifying lenses, etc., may be used. Surface
cleaning and elaborate access procedures
may be required.’’

(1) For airplanes with fewer than 13,000
total flight cycles as of the effective date of
this AD: Do the inspection prior to the
accumulation of 13,000 total flight cycles or
within 1,000 flight cycles after the effective
date of this AD, whichever is later.

(2) For airplanes with 13,000 or more total
flight cycles as of the effective date of this
AD: Do the inspection within 1,000 flight
cycles or 1 year after the effective date of this
AD, whichever is first.

Repair

(b) If any crack is found during any
inspection required by paragraph (a) of this
AD: Before further flight, repair per a method
approved by the Manager, Seattle Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), FAA; or per data
meeting the type certification basis of the
airplane approved by a Boeing Company
Designated Engineering Representative who
has been authorized by the Manager, Seattle
ACO, to make such findings. For a repair
method to be approved by the Manager,
Seattle ACO, as required by this paragraph,
the Manager’s approval letter must
specifically reference this AD.

Optional Modification

Note 3: If edge margin distance is outside
the limits specified in Figure 4 of Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 747–53A2448,
including Appendix A, dated September 28,
2000, no modification is available.

(c) If no crack is found during any
inspection required by paragraph (a) of this

AD, AND edge margin distance is within the
limits specified in Figure 4 of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 747–53A2448, including
Appendix A, dated September 28, 2000: Do
paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2) of this AD.

(1) Do the optional modification of the
lower lobe cargo door cutout (including
removing the hinge fairing and its fasteners,
oversizing fastener holes, and replacing
existing fasteners with new fasteners and the
grounding strap with a new strap) described
in the service bulletin. Such modification
ends the repetitive inspections required by
paragraph (a) of this AD.

(2) Within 16,000 flight cycles after doing
the modification in paragraph (c)(1) of this
AD, perform detailed visual and high
frequency eddy current inspections to find
cracking of the skin at the upper aft and
forward corners of the lower lobe cargo door
cutout, according to Figure 5 of Boeing Alert
Service Bulletin 747–53A2448, including
Appendix A, dated September 28, 2000.
Repeat these inspections at least every 3,000
flight cycles.

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, Seattle
ACO. Operators shall submit their requests
through an appropriate FAA Principal
Maintenance Inspector, who may add
comments and then send it to the Manager,
Seattle ACO.

Note 4: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Seattle ACO.

Special Flight Permits

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

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
23, 2001.
Ali Bahrami,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 01–27190 Filed 10–29–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) proposes to adopt
a new airworthiness directive (AD) that
is applicable to GE CF6–45 and CF6–50
series turbofan engines. This proposal
would require a reduction of the cyclic
life limit for certain low pressure
turbine rotor (LPTR) stage 2 disks, and
would require removing certain LPTR
stage 2 disks from service before
exceeding the new, lower cyclic life
limit. In addition, the proposal would
require removing from service certain
LPTR stage 2 disks that currently
exceed, or will exceed, the new, lower
cyclic life limit according to the
compliance schedule described in this
proposal. This proposal is prompted by
a report of a cracked LPTR stage 2 disk
found during a visual inspection. The
actions specified by the proposed AD
are intended to prevent an uncontained
engine failure and damage to the
airplane, resulting from cracks in the
LPTR stage 2 disk.
DATES: Comments must be received by
December 31, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), New England
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2001–NE–
33–AD, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, MA 01803–5299. Comments
may be inspected, by appointment, at
this location between 8 a.m. and 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays. Comments may also
be sent via the Internet using the
following address: 9-ane-
adcomment@faa.gov. Comments sent
via the Internet must contain the docket
number in the subject line.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ann
Mollica, Aerospace Engineer, Engine
Certification Office, FAA, Engine and
Propeller Directorate, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA 01803–
5299; telephone (781) 238–7740; fax
(781) 238–7199.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

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

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

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their 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 2001–NE–33–AD.’’ The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRM’s

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, New England Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 2001–NE–33–AD, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803–5299.

Discussion

An LPTR stage 2 disk cracked in the
forward slot area was discovered during
a shop visit visual inspection. The
manufacturer has determined that the
crack is a result of low cycle fatigue
failure. As a result, the manufacturer
has reevaluated the 15,500 cycles-since-
new (CSN) cyclic life limit for LPTR
stage 2 disks part numbers (P/N’s)
9061M22P08 and 9061M22P10, and has
recalculated the cyclic life limit. This
proposal would establish a new, lower
cyclic life limit of 10,400 CSN for LPTR
stage 2 disks P/N’s 9061M22P08 and
9061M22P10 and would require
removing certain LPTR stage 2 disks
from service before exceeding the new,
lower cyclic life limit. In addition, the
proposal would require removing from
service certain LPTR stage 2 disks that
currently exceed, or will exceed, the
new, lower cyclic life limit according to
a compliance schedule based on
accumulated cycles on the disk on the
effective date of the AD. The
compliance schedule is established on
the basis of a risk analysis that the FAA
has reviewed. The FAA has determined
that the compliance schedule based on
that risk analysis establishes an
acceptable level of safety for those disks
operated beyond the new life limit. The
actions specified by the proposed AD

are intended to prevent an uncontained
engine failure and damage to the
airplane, resulting from cracks in the
LPTR stage 2 disk.

FAA’s Determination of an Unsafe
Condition and Proposed Actions

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other GE CF6–45 and CF6–
50 series turbofan engines of the same
type design, the proposed AD would
establish a new, lower cyclic life limit
of 10,400 CSN for LPTR stage 2 disks
P/N’s 9061M22P08 and 9061M22P10
and would require removing certain
LPTR stage 2 disks from service before
exceeding the new, lower cyclic life
limit. In addition, the proposal would
require removing from service certain
LPTR stage 2 disks that currently
exceed, or will exceed, the new, lower
cycle life limit according to a
compliance schedule based on
accumulated cycles on the disk on the
effective date of this AD.

Economic Analysis

There are approximately 1,376 GE
CF6–45 and CF6–50 series turbofan
engines of the affected design in the
worldwide fleet. The FAA estimates that
664 engines installed on airplanes of
U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD. The proposed action does
not impose any additional labor costs. A
new disk would cost approximately
$72,870 per engine. Based on these
figures, and on the prorating for the
usage of the disks, the cost effect of the
proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $10,385,724.

Regulatory Analysis

This proposed rule does not have
federalism implications, as defined in
Executive Order 13132, because it
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.
Accordingly, the FAA has not consulted
with state authorities prior to
publication of this proposed rule.

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:

General Electric Company: Docket No. 2001–
NE–33–AD.

Applicability: This airworthiness directive
(AD) is applicable to General Electric
Company (GE) CF6–45 and CF6–50 series
turbofan engines. These engines are installed
on, but not limited to, Airbus Industrie A300
series, Boeing 747 series, and McDonnell
Douglas DC–10 series airplanes.

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 (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 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 an uncontained engine failure
and damage to the airplane, resulting from
cracks in the low pressure turbine rotor
(LPTR) stage 2 disk, do the following:

(a) Remove from service LPTR stage 2
disks, part numbers (P/N’s) 9061M22P08 and
9061M22P10 in accordance with Table 1 as
follows:
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TABLE 1.—LPTR STAGE 2 DISK REMOVAL SCHEDULE

If disk cycles-since-new (CSN) on the effective date of this AD are: Then remove disk:

(1) Fewer than 5,300 CSN ....................................................................... Before exceeding 10,400 CSN.
(2) 5,300 CSN or more, but fewer than 10,400 CSN .............................. Within 5,100 additional cycles-in-service from the effective date of this

AD.
(3) 10,400 CSN or more ........................................................................... At next LPTR stage 2 disk exposure, or by 15,500 CSN, whichever oc-

curs earlier.

(b) After the effective date of this AD, do
not install any LPTR stage 2 disk, P/N
9061M22P08 or 9061M22P10, that has 10,400
or more CSN into an engine.

(c) Except for as provided in paragraph (a)
of this AD, this action establishes a new,
cyclic life limit of 10,400 CSN for LPTR stage
2 disk, P/N 9061M22P08 and 9061M22P10,
which is published in Chapter 05–10–00 of
CF6–45 and CF6–50 Engine Shop Manual,
GEK 50481.

Definition

(d) For the purpose of this AD, LPTR stage
2 disk exposure is defined as disassembly
and removal of the LPTR stage 2 disk from
the LPTR structure, regardless of whether any
blades, bolts, nuts, bolt retainers, blade
retainers, blade inserts, balance weights,
wear strips, or seals remain assembled to the
disk.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(e) 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 (ECO). Operators must
submit their request through an appropriate
FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, who
may add comments and then send it to the
Manager, ECO.

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

Special Flight Permits

(f) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance §§ 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 done.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
October 22, 2001.

Thomas Boudreau,

Acting Manager, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 01–27191 Filed 10–29–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing to take
direct final action on revisions to the
Texas State Implementation Plan (SIP).
These revisions concern Control of Air
Pollution from Volatile Organic
Compounds (VOC), Solvent Using
Processes, Surface Coating Processes,
Aerospace Manufacturing and Rework
Operations. The EPA is proposing to
approve these revisions to regulate
emissions of VOCs as meeting the
Reasonably Available Control
Technology (RACT) requirements in
accordance with the requirements of the
Federal Clean Air Act. The EPA is also
proposing to remove three site-specific
alternate RACT determinations from the
Texas SIP and replacing them with the
VOC revisions.

In the ‘‘Rules and Regulations’’
section of this Federal Register, EPA is
approving the State’s SIP revision as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the EPA views this as a
noncontroversial revision and
anticipates no adverse comment. The
EPA has explained its reasons for this
approval in the preamble to the direct
final rule. If EPA receives no relevant
adverse comments, the EPA will not
take further action on this proposed
rule. If EPA receives relevant adverse
comment, EPA will withdraw the direct
final rule and it will not take effect. The
EPA will address all public comments
in a subsequent final rule based on this

proposed rule. The EPA will not
institute a second comment period on
this action. Any parties interested in
commenting must do so at this time.
Our Technical Support Document for
this rule revision contains more
information about this action.
DATE: Written comments must be
received by November 29, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to Mr. Thomas H. Diggs,
Chief, Air Planning Section (6PD–L), at
the EPA Region 6 Office listed below.
Copies of documents relevant to this
action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the following locations.
Anyone wanting to examine these
documents should make an
appointment with the appropriate office
at least two working days in advance.

Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 6, Air Planning Section (6PD–L),
1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas, Texas 75202–
2733.

Texas Natural Resource Conservation
Commission, Office of Air Quality,
12124 Park 35 Circle, Austin, Texas
78753.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Alan Shar, Air Planning Section (6PD–
L), EPA Region 6, 1445 Ross Avenue,
Dallas, Texas 75202–2733, telephone
(214) 665–6691.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
document concerns Control of Air
Pollution from VOC, Solvent Using
Processes, Surface Coating Processes,
Aerospace Manufacturing and Rework
Operations. For further information,
please see the information provided in
the direct final action that is located in
the ‘‘Rules and Regulations’’ section of
this Federal Register publication.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: October 10, 2001.
Gregg A. Cooke,
Regional Administrator, Region 6.
[FR Doc. 01–27108 Filed 10–29–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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