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(d) What actions must I accomplish to
address this problem? To address this
problem, you must accomplish the following:

Actions

Compliance

Procedures

(1) Inspect the flight control system operating
levers for damaged ball bearings and replace
any lever with a damaged ball bearing.

Inspect within the next 50 hours time-in-serv-
ice (TIS) after the effective date of this AD
Replace prior to further flight after the in-
spection.

In accordance with GROB Service Bulletin
No. MSB1121-033, dated May 8, 2003.

(2) Accomplish the modifications to: ..................

(a) elevator rod 1, part number (P/N) 120A-
4400.08 or part number 120A-4217 (which
supersedes P/N 120A-4400.08); and

(b) the flight control system operating levers

Within the next 50 hours TIS after the effec-
tive date of this AD.

In accordance with GROB Service Letter No.
SL1121-009, dated May 23, 2003, and
GROB Service Bulletin No. MSB1121-034,
dated May 19, 2003.

(3) Only install flight control system operating
levers that have been modified in accordance
with paragraph (d)(2)(a) and (d)(2)(b) of this
AD.

As of the effective date of this AD

(e) Can I comply with this AD in any other
way? To use an alternative method of
compliance or adjust the compliance time,
follow the procedures in 14 CFR 39.19. Send
these requests to the Manager, Standards
Office, Small Airplane Directorate. For
information on any already approved
alternative methods of compliance, contact
Karl Schletzbaum, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Small Airplane Directorate, 901 Locust,
Room 301, Kansas City, Missouri 64106;
telephone: (816) 329-4146; facsimile: (816)
329-4090.

(f) How do I get copies of the documents
referenced in this AD? You may get copies of
the documents referenced in this AD from
GROB Luft-und Raumfahrt, Lettenbachstrasse
9, D-86874 Tussenhausen-Mattsies,
Germany; telephone: 011 49 8268 998139;
facsimile: 011 49 8268 998200; email:
productssupport@grob-aerospace.de. You
may view these documents at FAA, Central
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 901
Locust, Room 506, Kansas City, Missouri
64106.

Note: The subject of this AD is addressed
in German AD 2003-164/2, dated May 22,
2003.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on July 9,
2003.

Dorenda D. Baker,

Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 03—-17818 Filed 7—14—03; 8:45 am]|

BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 2001-NM—-319-AD]
RIN 2120-AA64
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AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

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

SUMMARY: This document revises an
earlier proposed airworthiness directive
(AD), applicable to certain Dornier
Model 328-300 series airplanes, that
would have required performing a check
of the airplane maintenance records;
inspecting the engine nacelle anti-ice
tube for leaks, if necessary; and
modifying the joint, if necessary. This
new action revises the proposed rule by
removing the requirement to perform a
records check, which was intended to
allow operators to determine whether
the inspection would be required. The
actions specified by this new proposed
AD are intended to prevent an
uncommanded engine shutdown in a
critical phase of flight due to leakage of
air from a loose clamp on the anti-ice
tubing joint. This action is intended to
address the identified unsafe condition.
DATES: Comments must be received by
August 11, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2001-NM-

319-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. 2001-NM-319—-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
FAIRCHILD Dornier GmbH, P.O. Box
1103, D-82230 Wessling, Germany. 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
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in this action may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Submit comments using the following
format:

* 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.

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

 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 2001-NM-319-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.
2001-NM-319-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
Dornier Model 328-300 series airplanes,
was published as a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) in the Federal
Register on March 12, 2003 (68 FR
11762). That NPRM (the “original
NPRM”’) would have required
performing a check of the airplane
maintenance records; inspecting the
engine nacelle anti-ice tube for leaks, if
the records check indicated that an
engine change had been accomplished
or maintenance work had been carried
out on the nacelle anti-ice system; and
modifying the joint, if necessary. The
original NPRM was prompted by a
report of an in-flight engine shutdown
during an airplane rollback due to a P3
air leak from a loose clamp on the anti-
ice tubing joint. Such leakage of air, if
not corrected, could result in an

uncommanded engine shutdown in a
critical phase of flight.

Actions Since Issuance of Original
NPRM

Since the issuance of the original
NPRM, the FAA has determined that the
proposed records check may be
inadequate to identify airplanes subject
to the identified unsafe condition.
While it may be possible to determine
some of the maintenance history from
the maintenance records, a records
check cannot definitively determine that
certain maintenance work has not been
carried out on a particular airplane.
Therefore, the FAA has determined that
paragraph (a) of the original NPRM must
be revised to remove the proposed
records check to determine whether
certain maintenance had been done. In
this supplemental NPRM, paragraph (a)
has been removed, paragraph (b) has
been revised accordingly, and
subsequent paragraphs have been
reidentified.

Conclusion

Since this change expands the scope
of the originally proposed rule, the FAA
has determined that it is necessary to
reopen the comment period to provide
additional opportunity for public
comment.

Changes to 14 CFR Part 39/Effect on
This Supplemental NPRM

On July 10, 2002, the FAA issued a
new version of 14 CFR part 39 (67 FR
47997, July 22, 2002), which governs the
FAA’s AD system. This regulation now
includes material that relates to altered
products, special flight permits, and
alternative methods of compliance. In
this supplemental NPRM, the office
authorized to approve AMOCs is
identified in paragraph (c), and Note 1
and paragraph (e) of the original NPRM
have been removed.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 48 airplanes
of U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD, that it would take
approximately 1 work hour per airplane
to do the inspection, and that the
average labor rate is $60 per work hour.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $2,880, or $60 per
airplane.

The cost impact figure discussed
above is 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:

Fairchild Dornier GMBH (Formerly Dornier
Luftfahrt GmbH): Docket 2001-NM—
319-AD.

Applicability: Model 328-300 series
airplanes equipped with Pratt & Whitney
PW306B engine nacelles, from engine nacelle
serial number DR0001 up to and including
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serial number DR0051, certificated in any
category.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent an uncommanded engine
shutdown in a critical phase of flight due to
leakage of air from a loose clamp on the anti-
ice tubing joint, accomplish the following:

Inspection

(a) Within 45 days after the effective date
of this AD, perform a detailed inspection of
the anti-ice tubing in the engine nacelle at
the joint between the anti-ice tubing adapter
and duct, and also between the joint of the
anti-ice shutoff valve and the same duct, to
detect any air leakage at the joints, as
specified in the Accomplishment
Instructions of Dornier Service Bulletin SB—
328]-71-107, Revision 1, dated July 4, 2001.
If no leakage is detected, no further action is
required by this AD.

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.”

Modification

(b) If air leakage is found during the
detailed inspection required by paragraph (a)
of this AD, before further flight, modify the
joint by doing the applicable actions
specified in the Accomplishment
Instructions of Dornier Service Bulletin SB—
328J-71-107, Revision 1, dated July 4, 2001.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

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

Note 2: The subject of this AD is addressed
in German airworthiness directive 2001-296,
dated October 18, 2001.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on July 9,
2003.

Ali Bahrami,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 03—-17817 Filed 7—14—03; 8:45 am]|
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of Large Passenger Vessels, Puget
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AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard proposes to
establish regulations for the security and
safety of large passenger vessels in the
navigable waters of Puget Sound and
adjacent waters, Washington. This
proposed security and safety zone,
when enforced by the Captain of the
Port Puget Sound, would provide for the
regulation of vessel traffic in the vicinity
of large passenger vessels in the
navigable waters of the United States.
DATES: Comments and related material
must reach the Coast Guard on or before
August 14, 2003.

ADDRESSES: You may mail comments
and related material to Commanding
Officer, Marine Safety Office Puget
Sound, 1519 Alaskan Way South,
Seattle, Washington 98134. Marine
Safety Office Puget Sound maintains the
public docket [CGD13-03-018] for this
rulemaking. Comments and material
received from the public, as well as
documents indicated in this preamble as
being available in the docket, will
become part of this docket and will be
available for inspection or copying at
Marine Safety Office Puget Sound
between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: LT J.
Morgan, c/o Captain of the Port Puget
Sound, 1519 Alaskan Way South,
Seattle, WA 98134, (206) 217—6232. For
specific information concerning
enforcement of this rule, call Marine
Safety Office Puget Sound at (206) 217—
6200 or (800) 688—6664.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Request for Comments

We encourage you to participate in
this rulemaking by submitting
comments and related material. If you
do so, please include your name and
address, identify the docket number for
this rulemaking (CGD13-03-018),
indicate the specific section of this
document to which each comment
applies, and give the reason for each
comment. Please submit all comments
and related material in an unbound

format, no larger than 8%z by 11 inches,
suitable for copying. If you would like
to know that your submission reached
us, please enclose a stamped, self-
addressed postcard or envelope. We will
consider all comments and material
received during the comment period.
We may change this proposed rule in
view of them.

Public Meeting

We do not now plan to hold a public
meeting. But you may submit a request
for a meeting by writing to Marine
Safety Office Puget Sound at the address
under ADDRESSES explaining why one
would be beneficial. If we determine
that one would aid this rulemaking, we
will hold one at a time and place
announced by a separate notice in the
Federal Register.

Background and Purpose

Hostile entities continue to operate
with the intent to harm U.S. National
Security. The President has continued
the national emergencies he declared
following the September 11, 2001
terrorist attacks (67 FR 58317, Sept. 13,
2002) (continuing national emergency
with respect to terrorist attacks)), and
(67 FR 59447, Sept. 20, 2002)
(continuing national emergency with
respect to persons who commit, threaten
to commit or support terrorism). The
President also has found pursuant to
law, including the Act of June 15, 1917,
as amended August 9, 1950, by the
Magnuson Act (50 U.S.C. 191 et seq.),
that the security of the United States is
and continues to be endangered
following the attacks (E.O. 13,273, 67 FR
56215, Sept. 3, 2002) (security
endangered by disturbances in
international relations of U.S. and such
disturbances continue to endanger such
relations).

The ongoing hostilities in Afghanistan
and Iraq have made it prudent for U.S.
ports and waterways to be on a higher
state of alert because the al Qaeda
organization and other similar
organizations have declared an ongoing
intention to conduct armed attacks on
U.S. interests worldwide. On February
8, 2003, the Captain of the Port Puget
Sound issued a temporary final rule
(TFR) (68 FR 15375, March 31, 2003;
CGD13-03-003, 33 CFR 165.T13-002)
establishing a large passenger vessel
security and safety zone, which expires
on August 8, 2003. The Coast Guard,
through this action, intends to continue
to assist large passenger vessels by
establishing a permanent security and
safety zone that when enforced by the
Captain of the Port would exclude
persons and vessels from the immediate
vicinity of all large passenger vessels.



