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believed that the undersized rule change
was needed to expedite that reduction.
With the excess tonnage of dried
prunes, the Committee also considered
establishing a reserve pool and
diversion program to reduce the
oversupply situation. These initiatives
were not supported because they would
not specifically eliminate the smallest,
least valuable prunes which are in
oversupply. Instead, the reserve pool
and diversion program would eliminate
larger size prunes from human
consumption outlets. Reserve pools for
prunes have historically been
implemented on dried prunes regardless
of the size of the prunes. While the
marketing order also allows handlers to
remove the larger prunes from the pool
by replacing them with small prunes
and the value difference in cash, this
exchange would be cumbersome and
expensive to administer compared to
this rule.

Section 8e of the Act requires that
when certain domestically produced
commodities, including prunes, are
regulated under a Federal marketing
order, imports of that commodity must
meet the same or comparable grade,
size, quality, or maturity requirements
for the domestically produced
commodity. This action does not impact
the dried prune import regulation
because the action to be implemented is
for volume control, not quality control,
purposes. The smaller diameter
openings of 23⁄32 of an inch for French
prunes and 28⁄32 of an inch for non-
French prunes were implemented for
the purpose of improving product
quality. The increases to 24⁄32 of an inch
in diameter for French prunes and 30⁄32

of an inch in diameter for non-French
prunes are for purposes of volume
control.

Therefore, the increased diameters
will not be applied to imported prunes.

This action will not impose any
additional reporting or recordkeeping
requirements on either small or large
California dried prune handlers. As
with all Federal marketing order
programs, reports and forms are
periodically reviewed to reduce
information requirements and
duplication by industry and public
sector agencies. In addition, as noted in
the initial regulatory flexibility analysis,
the Department has not identified any
relevant Federal rules that duplicate,
overlap, or conflict with this rule.

In addition, the Committee’s meeting
was widely publicized throughout the
prune industry and all interested
persons were invited to attend the
meeting and participate in Committee
deliberations on all issues. Like all
Committee meetings, the December 1,

1998, meeting was a public meeting and
all entities, both large and small, were
able to express views on this issue. The
Committee itself is composed of twenty-
two members, of which seven are
handlers, fourteen are producers, and
one is a public member. Moreover, the
Committee and its Supply Management
Subcommittee have been reviewing this
supply management problem for the
second year, and this rule reflects their
deliberations completely.

A proposed rule concerning this
action was published in the Federal
Register on January 25, 1999 (64 FR
3660). Copies of this rule were mailed
or sent via facsimile to all Committee
members, alternates and dried prune
handlers. Finally, the rule was made
available through the Internet by the
U.S. Government Printing Office. The
rule provided a comment period which
ended April 15, 1999. No comments
were received.

After consideration of all relevant
material presented, including the
information and recommendation
submitted by the Committee and other
available information, it is hereby found
that this rule, as hereinafter set forth,
will tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the Act.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 993
Marketing agreements, Plums, Prunes,

Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, 7 CFR part 993 is amended as
follows:

PART 993—DRIED PRUNES
PRODUCED IN CALIFORNIA

1. The authority citation for 7 CFR
part 993 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 601–674.

2. A new § 993.406 is added to read
as follows:

Note: This section will not appear in the
Code of Federal Regulations.

§ 993.406 Undersized prune regulation for
the 1999–2000 crop year.

Pursuant to §§ 993.49(c) and 993.52,
an undersized prune regulation for the
1999–2000 crop year is hereby
established. Undersized prunes are
prunes which pass through openings as
follows: For French prunes, 24⁄32 of an
inch in diameter; for non-French
prunes, 30⁄32 of an inch in diameter.

Dated: April 27, 1999.
Robert C. Keeney,
Deputy Administrator, Fruit and Vegetable
Programs.
[FR Doc. 99–11078 Filed 5–3–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–02–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 50

RIN 3150–AF96

Codes and Standards: IEEE National
Consensus Standard; Correction

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule: Correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
final rule appearing in the Federal
Register on April 13, 1999 (64 FR
17944), that incorporates by reference
IEEE Std. 603–1991, a national
consensus standard for power,
instrumentation, and control portions of
safety systems in nuclear power plants.
This action is necessary to correct an
erroneous reference.
EFFECTIVE DATE: The final rule is
effective on May 13, 1999.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael T. Lesar, Federal Register
Liaison Officer, telephone (301) 415–
7163.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On page
17946, in the third column, in the
codified text at § 50.55a(h)(1), on the
fourteenth and twenty-first lines from
the top, and at § 50.55a(h)(2) on the
twenty-eighth line from the top ‘‘Std.
279–1971’’ should be corrected to read
‘‘Std. 279.’’

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 28th day
of April, 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Annette L. Vietti-Cook,
Secretary of the Commission.
[FR Doc. 99–11111 Filed 5–3–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98–NM–202–AD; Amendment
39–11151; AD 99–09–18]

RIN 2120–AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Fokker
Model F.28 Mark 0070 and Mark 0100
Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes
an existing airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to certain Fokker Model F.28
Mark 0070 and Mark 0100 series
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airplanes, that currently requires a one-
time inspection for heat damage of the
fuselage skin and stubwing structure;
either repetitive tests of certain seals or
repair of heat damage, as necessary; and
eventual replacement of corrujoint seals
with new, improved seals. This
amendment adds a requirement for
repetitive inspections for heat damage of
the subject area, and provides for a new
optional terminating action for the
repetitive inspections. This action is
prompted by issuance of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information by
a foreign civil airworthiness authority.
The actions specified by this AD are
intended to prevent leakage of hot air
from the corrujoint seals of certain
valves in the stubwings, and subsequent
heat damage of the fuselage skin and
stubwing structure, which could result
in reduced structural integrity of the
airplane.
DATES: Effective June 8, 1999.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of June 8,
1999.

The incorporation by reference of
certain other publications as listed in
the regulations, was approved
previously by the Director of the
Federal Register as of May 14, 1998 (63
FR 17318, April 9, 1998).
ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Fokker Services B.V., Technical
Support Department, P.O. Box 75047,
1117 ZN Schiphol Airport, the
Netherlands. 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:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM–116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055–4056; telephone (425) 227–2110;
fax (425) 227–1149.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39)
by superseding AD 98–08–01,
amendment 39 –10450 (63 FR 17318,
April 9, 1998), which is applicable to
certain Fokker Model F.28 Mark 0070
and Mark 0100 series airplanes, was
published in the Federal Register on
November 10, 1998 (63 FR 62970). The
action proposed to continue to require
a one-time visual inspection to detect
heat damage of the fuselage skin and

stubwing structure; either repetitive leak
tests of the seals of the bleed air system
or repair of any heat-damaged structure,
as necessary; and replacement of
corrujoint seals with new, improved
seals. Additionally, that action proposed
to require repetitive inspections of the
fuselage skin and stubwing connection
angles to detect heat damage, and an
additional detailed inspection of the
fuselage and stubwing structure and
repair when heat damage is detected.
That action also proposed to provide for
a new optional terminating action for
the repetitive inspections.

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

Support for the Proposal
One commenter supports the

proposal.

Request to Delay Requiring Repetitive
Testing

One commenter, an airline operator,
requests that data derived from the
initial inspection mandated by AD 98–
08–01, which has a May 1999
compliance time, be analyzed before a
decision is made in regard to the need
for additional testing.

The commenter states that it has no
objection to accomplishing the
repetitive inspections specified in the
proposal, if they are required. However,
the commenter contends that mandating
those repetitive inspections at this time
would be acting prematurely, since all
data from the initial inspections are not
available to analyze.

The FAA does not concur with the
commenter’s request to delay requiring
repetitive inspections. The
Rijksluchtvaartdienst (RLD), which is
the airworthiness authority for the
Netherlands, advised the FAA that a
sufficient number of operators have
already accomplished the one-time
inspection described in Fokker Service
Bulletin SBF100–53–084, dated July 6,
1996 (the referenced source of service
information in the proposal and AD 98–
08–01). Consequently, the RLD included
requirements for repetitive inspections
in Revision 3 of the Dutch airworthiness
directive BLA 1995–076/3 (A), dated
November 28, 1997, to ensure continued
airworthiness. That revision is
referenced in this AD.

Therefore, the FAA has determined
that the repetitive inspections required
by this AD are necessary in order to
adequately address the identified unsafe
condition. However, as specified in
paragraph (h) of this AD, operators have
the option of modifying the airplane in

accordance with Fokker Proforma
Service Bulletin F100–36–027, dated
March 21, 1997, which would provide
terminating action for the repetitive
inspection requirements of this AD.

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 as proposed.

Cost Impact
There are approximately 141 Fokker

Model F.28 Mark 0070 and Mark 0100
series airplanes of U.S. registry that will
be affected by this AD.

The one-time visual inspection that is
currently required by AD 98–08–01, and
retained in this AD, takes approximately
3 work hours per airplane to
accomplish, at an average labor rate of
$60 per work hour. Based on these
figures, the cost impact of the one-time
inspection requirement of this AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be $180
per airplane.

The seal replacement that is currently
required by AD 98–08–01, and retained
in this AD, takes approximately 7 work
hours per airplane to accomplish, at an
average labor rate of $60 per work hour.
Required parts cost approximately $80
per airplane. Based on these figures, the
cost impact of the seal replacement
requirement of this AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $500 per
airplane.

The new actions that are required by
this new AD will take approximately 3
work hours per airplane to accomplish,
at an average labor rate of $60 per work
hour. Based on these figures, the cost
impact of the new requirements of this
AD on U.S. operators is estimated to be
$25,380, or $180 per airplane, per
inspection cycle.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are 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.

Regulatory Impact
The regulations adopted herein will

not have substantial direct effects 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, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.
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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 [Amended]
2. Section 39.13 is amended by

removing amendment 39–10450 (63 FR
17318, April 9, 1998), and by adding a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
amendment 39–11151, to read as
follows:
99–09–18 Fokker Services B.V.:

Amendment 39–11151. Docket 98–NM–
202–AD. Supersedes AD 98–08–01,
Amendment 39–10450.

Applicability: Model F.28 Mark 0070 and
Mark 0100 series airplanes equipped with
any corrujoint seal having part number (P/N)
BE20061 (Rolls-Royce P/N 3405891) or on
which Fokker Proforma Service Bulletin
SBF100–36–027, including Appendix I, both
dated March 21, 1997, has not been
accomplished; certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in
the area subject to the requirements of this
AD. For airplanes 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 (i)(1) 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: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent leakage of hot air from the
corrujoint seals of the low- and high-pressure
check valves located in the stubwings, and
subsequent heat damage of fuselage skin and
stubwing structure adjacent to bleed air
system components in the stubwings, which
could result in reduced structural integrity of
the airplane, accomplish the following:

Restatement of Requirements of AD 98–
08–01, Amendment 39–10450:

(a) For Model F28 Mark 0070 and Mark
0100 series airplanes as listed in Fokker
Service Bulletin SFB100–53–084, dated July
6, 1996; if equipped with any corrujoint seal
having P/N BE20061 (Rolls-Royce P/N
3405891): Within 3,000 flight hours or 12
months after May 14, 1998 (the effective date
of AD 98–08–01, amendment 39–10450),
whichever occurs first, perform a one-time
visual inspection of the fuselage skin in the
left- and right-hand stubwings to detect heat
damage; in accordance with Part 2 of the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SFB100–53–084, dated July
6, 1996.

(b) If no heat damage is found during the
inspection required by paragraph (a) of this
AD, prior to further flight, accomplish either
paragraph (b)(1) or (b)(2) of this AD.

(1) Replace all corrujoint seals having P/N
BE20061 (Rolls-Royce P/N 3405891) at the
7th stage low-pressure and 12th stage high-
pressure check valves of the left- and right-
hand bleed air systems with new, improved
corrujoint seals having P/N EU15969, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Fokker Service Bulletin
SBF100–36–026, Revision 1, dated July 6,
1996.

(2) Perform a leak test of each corrujoint
seal at the 7th stage low-pressure and 12th
stage high-pressure check valves of the left-
and right-hand bleed air systems, in
accordance with Part 3 of the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–53–084, dated July
6, 1996.

(i) If any leakage is found at a seal, prior
to further flight, replace that seal with a new,
improved seal having part number EU15969,
in accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Fokker Service Bulletin
SBF100–36–026, Revision 1, dated July 6,
1996.

(ii) If no leakage is found at a seal, perform
an additional leak test of that seal within 250
flight hours after the initial test.

(A) If no leakage is found during the
additional test of the seal, within 3,000 flight
hours after the additional test, replace the
seal with an improved seal having P/N
EU15969, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–36–026, Revision 1,
dated July 6, 1996.

(B) If any leakage is found during the
additional test of the seal, prior to further
flight, replace the seal with a new, improved
seal having P/N EU15969, in accordance with
the Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker

Service Bulletin SBF100–36–026, Revision 1,
dated July 6, 1996; and inspect the fuselage
skin in the applicable left- or right-hand
stubwing to detect heat damage, in
accordance with Part 2 of the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–53–084, dated July
6, 1996.

(c) If any heat damage is found during the
inspection required by paragraph (a) or
paragraph (b)(2)(ii)(B) of this AD, prior to
further flight, perform a detailed inspection
of the fuselage skin and stubwing structure
to detect the extent of heat damage, in
accordance with Parts 4 and 5 of the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–53–084, dated July
6, 1996; and accomplish paragraphs (c)(1)
and (c)(2) of this AD.

(1) Except as provided by paragraph (g) of
this AD: Repair the affected structure in
accordance with Part 6 of the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–53–084, dated July
6, 1996. And

(2) Replace all corrujoint seals having P/N
BE20061 (Rolls-Royce P/N 3405891) at the
7th stage low-pressure and 12th stage high-
pressure check valves of the left- and right-
hand bleed air systems with new, improved
corrujoint seals having P/N EU15969, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Fokker Service Bulletin
SBF100–36–026, Revision 1, dated July 6,
1996.

(d) As of May 14, 1998, no person shall
install a corrujoint seal having P/N BE20061
(Rolls-Royce P/N 3405891) on any airplane.

New Requirements for This AD

(e) For Model F.28 Mark 0070 and Mark
0100 series airplanes on which Fokker
Proforma Service Bulletin SBF100–36–027,
including Appendix I, both dated March 21,
1997, has not been accomplished: Perform a
visual inspection of the fuselage skin in the
left-and right-hand stubwings to detect heat
damage, in accordance with the
Accomplishment Instructions of Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–53–087, dated
November 17, 1997, at the latest of the times
specified in paragraphs (e)(1), (e)(2), and
(e)(3) of this AD, as applicable. Repeat the
inspection required by paragraph (e) of this
AD thereafter at intervals not to exceed 6,000
landings.

(1) Within 6,000 landings after the effective
date of this AD.

(2) Within 6 months after the effective date
of this AD.

(3) Within 6,000 landings after
accomplishment of the inspection required
by paragraph (a) of this AD.

(f) If any heat damage is detected during
any inspection required by paragraph (e) of
this AD, prior to further flight, perform a
detailed visual inspection to determine the
extent of heat damage, in accordance with
paragraph 2.B.(2) of the Accomplishment
Instructions of Fokker Service Bulletin
SBF100–53–087, dated November 17, 1997.
Except as provided by paragraph (g) of this
AD, prior to further flight, repair in
accordance with the service bulletin.

Note 2: Fokker Service Bulletin SBF100–
53–087, dated November 17, 1997, refers to
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Fokker Service Bulletin SBF100–53–084,
dated July 6, 1996, as an additional source of
service information for the detailed
inspection procedures, repair limits, and
repair procedures.

(g) If any damage is found during
accomplishment of any action specified by
paragraph (c)(1) or (f) of this AD, and Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–53–084, dated July
6, 1996, or Fokker Service Bulletin SBF100–
53–087, dated November 17, 1997, specifies
to contact the manufacturer for an
appropriate action: Prior to further flight,
repair in accordance with a method approved
by the Manager, International Branch, ANM–
116, FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate; or
the RLD (or its delegated agent).

(h) Installation of new heat shields,
relocation of the aft bay overheat switch, and
replacement of the insulation blankets of the
bleed air ducts with new, improved
insulation blankets, in accordance with
Fokker Proforma Service Bulletin SBF100–
36–027, including Appendix I, both dated
March 21, 1997, constitutes terminating
action for the repetitive inspection
requirements of paragraph (e) of this AD.

Alternative Method of Compliance
(i)(1) 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,
International Branch, ANM–116. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM–116.

(2) Alternative methods of compliance,
approved previously in accordance with AD
98–08–01, amendment 39–10450, are
approved as alternative methods of
compliance with paragraphs (a), (b), and (c)
of this AD.

(3) Airplanes repaired in accordance with
alternative methods of compliance, approved
previously in accordance with AD 98–08–01,
amendment 39–10450, are not considered
exempt from the repetitive inspection
requirements of paragraph (e) of this AD.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM–116.

Special Flight Permits

(j) 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.

Incorporation by Reference

(k) Except for the actions specified in
paragraphs (g) and (h) of this AD, the actions
shall be done in accordance with Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–53–084, dated July
6, 1996; Fokker Service Bulletin SBF100–36–
026, Revision 1, dated July 6, 1996; or Fokker
Service Bulletin SBF100–53–087, dated
November 17, 1997. The terminating action
specified in paragraph (h) of this AD, if
accomplished, shall be accomplished in

accordance with Fokker Proforma Service
Bulletin SBF100–36–027, including
Appendix I, both dated March 21, 1997.

(1) The incorporation by reference of
Fokker Service Bulletin SBF100–53–087,
dated November 17, 1997; and Fokker
Proforma Service Bulletin SBF100–36–027,
including Appendix I, both dated March 21,
1997; is approved by the Director of the
Federal Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
552(a) and 1 CFR part 51.

(2) The incorporation by reference of
Fokker Service Bulletin SBF100–53–084,
dated July 6, 1996; and Fokker Service
Bulletin SBF100–36–026, Revision 1, dated
July 6, 1996; was approved previously by the
Director of the Federal Register as of May 14,
1998 (63 FR 17318, April 9, 1998).

(3) Copies may be obtained from Fokker
Services B.V., Technical Support
Department, P.O. Box 75047, 1117 ZN
Schiphol Airport, the Netherlands. 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 4: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Dutch airworthiness directive 1995–076/3
(A), dated November 28, 1997.

(l) This amendment becomes effective on
June 8, 1999.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on April 21,
1999.
Darrell M. Pederson,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 99–10605 Filed 5–3–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 99–NM–50–AD; Amendment
39–11152; AD 99–09–19]

RIN 2120–AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Aerospatiale
Model ATR42 and ATR72 Series
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that is
applicable to all Aerospatiale Model
ATR42 and ATR72 series airplanes.
This action requires revising the
Airplane Flight Manual to provide the
flightcrew with modified procedures
and limitations for operating in severe
icing conditions. This amendment is
prompted by issuance of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information by
a foreign civil airworthiness authority.

The actions specified in this AD are
intended to prevent the airplane from
stalling due to prolonged exposure to
severe icing conditions, which could
result in reduced performance and
controllability of the airplane.
DATES: Effective May 19, 1999.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of May 19,
1999.

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
June 3, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM–114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 99–NM–
50–AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055–4056.

The service information referenced in
this AD may be obtained from
Aerospatiale, 316 Route de Bayonne,
31060 Toulouse, Cedex 03, France. This
information may be examined 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.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM–116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055–4056; telephone (425) 227–2110;
fax (425) 227–1149.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Direction Générale de l’Aviation Civile
(DGAC), which is the airworthiness
authority for France, notified the FAA
that an unsafe condition may exist on
all Aerospatiale Model ATR42 and
ATR72 series airplanes. The DGAC
advises that during an in-flight incident
an ATR airplane stalled in severe icing
conditions and lost 4,000 feet of altitude
before recovery.

Experience has shown that the
currently recommended airspeeds in
icing conditions provide adequate stall
margins when flying in normal icing
conditions, but provide little margin to
stall speeds when the airplane has
accreted a large amount of ice following
prolonged flight in severe icing
conditions. The current procedures in
the FAA-approved Airplane Flight
Manual (AFM) require immediate exit
when severe icing conditions are
detected. However, even if the exit
maneuver is initiated immediately, a
few minutes may elapse before the
airplane is out of the severe icing
conditions. Late detection of severe
icing conditions and nonapplication or
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