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What Is the Unsafe Condition Presented in
This AD?

(d) This AD is the result of a report of a
fatal accident related to the breakdown of the
turbocharger oil reservoir due to a fire in the
engine nacelle. The actions specified in this
AD are intended to prevent
turbosupercharger oil reservoirs with
inadequate fire resistance from failing when
exposed to flame or exhaust gases. This
failure could lead to an in-flight fire within

The New Piper Aircraft, Inc.: Docket No.
FAA-2004-18597; Directorate Identifier
2004-CE-21-AD.

When Is the Last Date I Can Submit
Comments on This Proposed AD?

serial numbers, that are (1) certificated in any
category; and (2) equipped with Garrett
Aviation Services (Garrett) (formerly
AiResearch) turbosuperchargers installed
under supplemental type certificate (STC)
SA852WE, SA909WE, or SA978WE; or
installed under The New Piper, Inc. (Piper)
Aircraft Drawing Number 32016.

Note: Piper manufactured the majority of
affected airplanes with the turbocharger

(a) We must receive comments on this
proposed airworthiness directive (AD) by
November 22, 2004.

What Other ADs Are Affected by This
Action?

(b) This AD supersedes AD 74-06—01.

What Airplanes Are Affected by This AD?

(c) This AD affects Models PA—23-235,
PA-23-250, and PA-E23-250 airplanes, all

system. The turbocharger system installed
under Piper Aircraft Drawing Number 32016
(STC SA909WE) was a factory option on the
Piper Model PA-23-250 or PA-E23-250 with
serial numbers 27-2505 through 27-3943.

the nacelle area penetrating the firewall and
subsequent failure of the wing spar.

What Must I Do To Address This Problem?

(e) To address this problem, you must do
the following:

Actions

Compliance

Procedures

(1) For any turbosupercharger installation under
supplemental  type certificate (STC)
SA852WE, SA909WE, or SA978WE:

(i) replace any oil reservoir (part number (P/N)
286-P23-028-81 or 286-P23-028-111, or
FAA-approved equivalent P/N) with a fire-
proof oil tank (P/N 10ND79200-1 or
10ND79200-3, or FAA-approved equivalent
P/N); and

(i) replace the installed oil reservoir hoses with
fire-shielded hoses.

Within the next 100 hours time-in-service
(TIS) after the effective date of this AD, un-
less already done.

Follow the procedures in Garrett Aviation
Service Bulletin No. 1002143, Revision A,
dated June 18, 2004.

(2) For any turbosupercharger installation under
Piper Aircraft Drawing Number 32016:

(i) replace any oil reservoir (P/N 286—-P23-028—
81 or 286-P23-028-111, or FAA-approved
equivalent P/N) with a fireproof oil tank (P/N
10ND79200-1 or 10ND79200-3, or FAA-ap-
proved equivalent P/N); and

(i) replace the installed oil reservoir hoses with
fire-shielded hoses.

Within the next 100 hours time-in-service
(TIS) after the effective date of this AD, un-
less already done.

Follow the procedures in The New Piper Air-
craft, Inc. Vendor Service Publication No.
166, dated August 20, 2004, and the proce-
dures in Garrett Aviation Service Bulletin
No. 1002143, Revision A, dated June 18,
2004.

(3) For any turbosupercharger installation under
STC SA852WE, SA909WE, or SA978WE; or
Piper Aircraft Drawing Number 32016: Do not
install any oil reservoir (P/N 286—-P23-028—
81 or 286-P23-028-111, or FAA-approved
equivalent P/N) or any oil reservoir hose that
is not fire-shielded.

As of the effective date of this AD

Not Applicable.

May I Request an Alternative Method of
Compliance?

(f) You may request a different method of
compliance or a different compliance time
for this AD by following the procedures in 14
CFR 39.19. Unless FAA authorizes otherwise,
send your request to your principal
inspector. The principal inspector may add
comments and will send your request to the
Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft Certification
Office (ACO), FAA. For information on any
already approved alternative methods of
compliance, contact Roger Pesuit, Aerospace
Engineer, FAA, Los Angeles ACO, 3960
Paramount Boulevard, Lakewood, CA 90712—
4137; telephone: (562) 627—-5251; facsimile:
(562) 627-5210.

May I Get Copies of the Documents
Referenced in This AD?

(g) You may get copies of the documents
referenced in this AD from (for any
installation under STC SA852WE, SA909WE,
or SA978WE) The Nordam Group Nacelle/

Thrust Reverser Systems Division, 6911 N.
Whirlpool Drive, Tulsa, OK 74117 telephone:
(918) 878—4000; facsimile: (918) 878—-4808;
and (for any installation under Piper Aircraft
Drawing Number 32016) The New Piper
Aircraft, Inc., 2926 Piper Drive, Vero Beach,
Florida, 32960; and The Nordam Group
Nacalle/Thrust Reverser Systems Division,
6911 N. Whirlpool Drive, Tulsa, OK. 74117
telephone: (918) 878—4000; facsimile: (918)
878—4808. You may view the AD docket at
the Docket Management Facility; U.S.
Department of Transportation, 400 Seventh
Street, SW., Nassif Building, Room PL—401,
Washington, DC, or on the Internet at
http://dms.dot.gov.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
September 16, 2004.
Dorenda D. Baker,

Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 04—21274 Filed 9-21-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 2002-NM-89—-AD]
RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Empresa
Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A.
(EMBRAER) Model EMB-135 and -145
Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Supplemental notice of
proposed rulemaking; reopening of
comment period.

SUMMARY: This document revises an
earlier proposed airworthiness directive
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(AD), applicable to certain EMBRAER
Model EMB-135 and —145 series
airplanes. That AD would have required
repetitive inspections for cracks,
ruptures, or bends in certain
components of the elevator control
system, and replacement of discrepant
components. This proposal also would
have required eventual modification of
the elevator gust lock system to replace
the mechanical system with an
electromechanical system, which would
terminate the repetitive inspections.
This new action revises the proposed
rule by adding requirements for
installing a new spring cartridge and
implementing new logic for the
electromechanical gust lock system.
This action is necessary to prevent
discrepancies in the elevator control
system, which could result in reduced
control of the elevator and consequent
reduced controllability of the airplane.
This action is intended to address the
identified unsafe condition.

DATES: Comments must be received by
October 18, 2004.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2002—-NM—
89—-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-89-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
Empresa Brasileira de Aeronautica S.A.
(EMBRAER), PO Box 343—CEP 12.225,
Sao Jose dos Campos—SP, Brazil. This
information may be examined at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Todd Thompson, Aerospace Engineer,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055—4056; telephone (425) 227-1175;
fax (425) 227-1149.

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:

o 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.

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

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

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 2002-NM—-89—-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-89-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055—4056.

Discussion

A proposal to amend part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) to add an airworthiness
directive (AD), applicable to certain
EMBRAER Model EMB-135 and —145
series airplanes, was published as a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
in the Federal Register on January 5,
2004 (69 FR 284). That NPRM would
have required repetitive inspections for

cracks, ruptures, or bends in certain
components of the elevator control
system, and replacement of discrepant
components. That NPRM also would
have required eventual modification of
the elevator gust lock system to replace
the mechanical system with an
electromechanical system, which would
terminate the repetitive inspections.
That NPRM was prompted by a report
that cracks have been found in certain
components of the elevator control
system in the horizontal stabilizer area
of several airplanes equipped with a
mechanical gust lock system. That
condition, if not corrected, could result
in discrepancies in the elevator control
system, which could result in reduced
control of the elevator and consequent
reduced controllability of the airplane.

Explanation of New Relevant Service
Information

Since the preparation of the original
NPRM, EMBRAER has issued Service
Bulletin 145-27-0086, Change 02, dated
December 23, 2003. Paragraph (c)(2) of
the original NPRM refers to Change 01
of that service bulletin, dated July 3,
2002, as the appropriate source of
service information for several actions
associated with replacing the
mechanical gust lock system with a new
electromechanical gust lock system. Part
V of Change 02 of that service bulletin
describes additional procedures for
installing a new spring cartridge and
implementing new logic for the
electromechanical gust lock system.
Change 02 of the service bulletin refers
to EMBRAER Service Bulletins 145—-27—
0101 and 145-27-0102, both dated
December 23, 2003, as additional
sources of service information for the
accomplishment of those actions. The
FAA finds that accomplishing these
actions will preclude the possibility of
components of the spring cartridges
unscrewing and allowing the gust lock
system to unlock when it is supposed to
be locked. Thus, we have added a new
paragraph (c)(2)(iv) to this supplemental
NPRM.

In addition, EMBRAER has added
Parts VI, VII, VIII, and IX to the
Accomplishment Instructions of
EMBRAER Service Bulletin 145-27—
0086, Change 02. These sections apply
to airplanes under Joint Airworthiness
Authority (JAA) certification and
provide procedures similar to those in
Parts I, I, III, and IV of the service
bulletin. We have revised paragraphs
(c)(2)(), (c)(2)(ii), and (c)(2)(iii) of this
supplemental NPRM to include
appropriate references to Parts VI, VII,
VIII, and IX of the service bulletin.
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Conclusion

Since these changes expand the scope
of the originally proposed rule, we have
determined that it is necessary to reopen
the comment period to provide
additional opportunity for public
comment.

Explanation of the FAA’s
Determination

The Departmento de Aviacao Civil
(DAC), which is the airworthiness
authority for Brazil, approved
EMBRAER Service Bulletin 145-27—
0086, Change 02, but, at this time, does
not intend to revise Brazilian
airworthiness directive 2002—-01-01R3,
dated November 8, 2002 (which the
original NPRM references as the
Brazilian airworthiness directive that
parallels the original NPRM). The DAC
does not consider it necessary to revise
Brazilian airworthiness directive 2002—
01-01R3 because that airworthiness
directive refers to EMBRAER Service
Bulletin 145-27-0086, Revision 1, or
further approved revisions, as the
acceptable source of service information
for certain actions in that airworthiness
directive. However, as stated above, we
have determined that it is necessary to
issue a supplemental NPRM and reopen
the comment period to provide
additional opportunity for public
comment. We have coordinated this
issue with the DAC; the DAC does not
object to our action.

Cost Impact

We estimate that 300 airplanes of U.S.
registry would be affected by this
proposed AD.

It would take approximately 1 work
hour per airplane, per inspection cycle,
to accomplish the proposed inspection,
at an average labor rate of $65 per work
hour. Based on these figures, the cost
impact of the proposed AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $19,500, or
$65 per airplane, per inspection cycle.

For airplanes subject to EMBRAER
Service Bulletin 145—-27-0075, Change
06, it would take up to 55 work hours
to accomplish the proposed
modification in that service bulletin, at
an average labor rate of $65 per work
hour. Required parts would cost up to
$9,554 per airplane. Based on these
figures, the cost impact of this proposed
action is estimated to be up to $13,129
per airplane.

For airplanes subject to EMBRAER
Service Bulletin 145—-27-0086, Change
02, it would take approximately 133
work hours to accomplish the proposed
modification in that service bulletin, at
an average labor rate of $65 per work
hour. Required parts would cost up to

$23,164 per airplane. Based on these
figures, the cost impact of this proposed
action is estimated to be $31,809 per
airplane.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are 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 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:

Empresa Brasileira De Aeronautica S.A.
(EMBRAER): Docket 2002-NM-89-AD.

Applicability: Model EMB—-135 and EMB-
145 series airplanes, certificated in any
category; serial numbers 145001 through
145189 inclusive, 145191 through 145362
inclusive, 145364 through 145373 inclusive,
145375, 145377 through 145411 inclusive,
145413 through 145424 inclusive, 145426
through 145430 inclusive, 145434 through
145436 inclusive, 145440 through 145445
inclusive, 145448, 145450, and 145801;
equipped with a mechanical gust lock
system.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent discrepancies in the elevator
control system, which could result in
reduced control of the elevator and
consequent reduced controllability of the
airplane, accomplish the following:

Repetitive Inspections

(a) Within 800 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD, do a detailed
inspection of the elevator control system for
any crack, rupture, or bend in any
component, per the Accomplishment
Instructions of EMBRAER Service Bulletin
145-27-0087, Change 03, dated September
27, 2002. Where this service bulletin
specifies to return discrepant parts and report
inspection results to the manufacturer, this
AD does not require these actions. Repeat the
inspection thereafter at intervals not to
exceed 2,500 flight hours or 15 months,
whichever is first.

Note 1: For the purposes of this AD, a
detailed 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.”

Replacement of Discrepant Parts

(b) If any discrepant part is found during
any inspection required by paragraph (a) of
this AD, before further flight, replace the
discrepant part with a new part having the
same part number, per the Accomplishment
Instructions of EMBRAER Service Bulletin
145-27-0087, Change 03, dated September
27,2002.

Modification

(c) Within 10,000 flight hours or 60 months
after the effective date of this AD, whichever
is first, modify the elevator gust lock by
accomplishing paragraph (c)(1) or (c)(2) of
this AD, as applicable. This modification
terminates the repetitive inspections required
by paragraph (a) of this AD.

(1) For airplanes listed in EMBRAER
Service Bulletin 145-27-0075, Change 06,
dated July 16, 2002: Do paragraph (c)(1)(i) or
(c)(1)(ii) of this AD, as applicable.
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(i) Replace the mechanical gust lock system
with an electromechanical gust lock system,
and replace the control stand with a
reworked control stand, by doing all the
actions (including a detailed inspection to
ensure that certain parts have been removed
previously per EMBRAER Service Bulletin
145-27-0076) in and per section 3.A. (Part I)
or 3.B. (Part II) of the Accomplishment
Instructions of the service bulletin, as
applicable. If the inspection reveals that
certain subject parts have not been removed
previously, before further flight, remove the
subject parts per the service bulletin. Where
Parts I and II of the Accomplishment
Instructions of the service bulletin specify to
remove and “send the control stand to be
reworked in a workshop,” replace the control
stand with a control stand reworked as
specified in the service bulletin.

(ii) Replace the return spring and spring
terminal of the gust lock control lever with
improved parts by doing all the actions in
and per section 3.C. (Part III) of the
Accomplishment Instructions of the service
bulletin.

(2) For airplanes listed in EMBRAER
Service Bulletin 145-27-0086, Change 02,
dated December 23, 2003: Do paragraphs
(c)2)(®), (c)(2)(ii), (c)(2)(iii), and (c)(2)(iv) of
this AD, as applicable.

(i) Rework the tail carbon box and the
horizontal stabilizer by doing all the actions
(including the inspection for delamination)
in and per section 3.A. (Part I) or 3.F. (Part
VI) of the Accomplishment Instructions of
the service bulletin, as applicable. If any
delamination is found that is outside the
limits specified in the service bulletin, before
further flight, repair per a method approved
by either the FAA or the Departmento de
Aviacao Civil (or its delegated agent).

(ii) Install wiring and electrical
components by doing all the actions in and
per section 3.B. (Part II) or 3.G. (Part VII) of
the Accomplishment Instructions of the
service bulletin, as applicable.

(iii) Install and activate the
electromechanical gust lock system by doing
all actions in section 3.D. (Part IV) or 3.1
(Part IX) of the Accomplishment Instructions
of the service bulletin, as applicable. Where
Part IV or IX of the Accomplishment
Instructions of the service bulletin specifies
to remove and “send the control stand to be
reworked in a workshop,” replace the control
stand with a control stand reworked as
specified in Part IIT or Part VIII of the service
bulletin, as applicable.

(iv) Install a new spring cartridge and
implement new logic for the
electromechanical gust lock system by doing
all actions in section 3.E. (Part V) of the
Accomplishment Instructions of the service
bulletin, as applicable.

Note 2: Part III and Part VIII of the
Accomplishment Instructions of EMBRAER
Service Bulletin 145-27-0086, Change 02,
refer to EMBRAER Service Bulletin 145-22—
0007 as an additional source of instructions
for accomplishing the rework of the control
stand.

Note 3: Part V of the Accomplishment
Instructions of EMBRAER Service Bulletin
145-27-0086, Change 02, refers to EMBRAER
Service Bulletins 145-27—-0101 and 145-27—

0102, both dated December 23, 2003, as
additional sources of instructions for
accomplishing the installation of a new
spring cartridge and implementation of the
new logic for the electromechanical gust lock
system.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(d) 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.

Note 4: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Brazilian airworthiness directive 2002—-01—
01R3, dated November 8, 2002.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
September 15, 2004.

Ali Bahrami,

Manager, Transport Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 04-21273 Filed 9-21-04; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

19 CFR Part 351
[Docket No. 040722214-4214-01]
RIN 0625-AA66

Certification of Factual Information To
Import Administration During
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Proceedings

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
and request for comments.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(“the Department”) is proposing to
amend a regulation, which governs the
certification of factual information
submitted to the Department by a
person or their representative during
antidumping and countervailing duty
proceedings. The proposed amendments
are intended to strengthen the current
certification requirements, so that it is
clear what has been certified, by whom
and when, and so that parties and their
counsel are aware of the potential
consequences of false certifications.
DATES: Written comments must be
received by November 22, 2004.
ADDRESSES: Address written comments
to James J. Jochum, Assistant Secretary
for Import Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Central
Records Unit, Room 1870, 14th and
Constitution Ave., NW., Washington,
DC 20230.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Elizabeth C. Seastrum, Senior Counsel,

or Philip J. Curtin, Attorney-Advisor,
Office of the General Counsel, Office of
Chief Counsel for Import
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230,
202-482—-0834 or 202—482—-4224.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background: The Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended, requires that any person
who provides factual information to the
Department during an antidumping or
countervailing duty proceeding must
certify to the accuracy and completeness
of such information. See 19 U.S.C.
1677m(b). Department regulations set
forth the specific content requirements
for such certifications. See 19 CFR
351.303(g). The current language of the
certification requirements does not
address certain important issues. For
example, the current language does not
require the certifying official to specify
the document or the proceeding for
which the certification is submitted, or
even the date on which the certification
is submitted.

Therefore, on January 26, 2004, the
Department published a Notice of
Inquiry in the Federal Register, and
asked whether the current certification
requirements are sufficient to protect
the integrity of Import Administration’s
(“IA”) administrative processes and, if
not, whether the current certification
statements should be amended or
strengthened and, if so, how.
Certification and Submission of False
Statements to Import Administration
During Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Proceedings—
Notice of Inquiry (“NOI’’), 69 FR 3562.
(The Department also solicited views on
the broader question of submission of
false statements to IA. The views
received with regard to this question are
not addressed here.) The Department
received comments in response to the
NOI through March 26, 2004. The
comments which concerned the
question of certifications provided
general recommendations for amending
the certification requirements, as well as
comments suggesting specific
adjustments to the certifications filed by
company officials and their
representatives.

General recommendations for
amending the certification
requirements: These suggestions include
several comments proposing that the
Department add language to the
certification emphasizing the possible
penalties for certification and
submission of false statements.
Suggested additions would include the
fact that factual submissions may be
verified, the possible use of adverse
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