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The benefits for single-engine
rotorcraft, however, are less clear.
Because part 29 rotorcraft type-
certificate applications for single engine
rotorcraft are unlikely, FAA’s economic
analysis of single-engine types
concludes that the rule will be cost-
beneficial only if design and
manufacturing costs are modest. It
should be noted that the analysis of the
benefits of prevented injuries and
fatalities, summarized above, does not
assume that a fatality from operation of
a single-engine part 29 rotorcraft would
be prevented; therefore, the prevention
of one fatality that would have occurred
but for compliance with this rule, would
make benefits clearly exceed costs.

International Trade Impact Statement
The rule will have little or no effect

on trade for either U.S. firms marketing
rotorcraft in foreign markets or foreign
firms marketing rotorcraft in the U.S.
Each applicant for a new type certificate
for a transport category rotorcraft,
whether the applicant be U.S. or foreign,
will be required to show compliance
with this rule. The rule harmonizes with
proposed European Joint Aviation
Requirements.

Regulatory Flexibility Determination
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)

of 1980 was enacted by Congress to
ensure that small entities are not
unnecessarily or disproportionately
burdened by Government regulations.
The RFA requires a Regulatory
Flexibility Analysis if a rule is expected
to have a ‘‘significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities.’’

Based on the standards and
thresholds specified in implementing
FAA Order 2100.14A, Regulatory
Flexibility Criteria and Guidance, the
FAA has determined that the rule will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities,
because there are no ‘‘small entity’’

rotorcraft manufacturers, as defined in
the order.

Federalism Implications

The regulations 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 regulation will
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

Conclusion

For the reasons discussed above, and
based on the findings in the Regulatory
Flexibility Determination and the
International Trade Impact Analysis, the
FAA has determined that this regulation
is not a significant regulatory action
under Executive Order 12866. In
addition, the FAA certifies that this
regulation will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the RFA. This
regulation is not considered to be
significant under DOT Order Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979). A final regulatory
evaluation of the regulation, including a
final Regulatory Flexibility
Determination and International Trade
Impact Analysis, has been placed in the
docket. A copy may be obtained by
contacting the person identified under
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 29

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Rotorcraft, Safety.

The Amendment

Accordingly, the FAA amends part 29
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR part 29) as follows:

PART 29—AIRWORTHINESS
STANDARDS: TRANSPORT
CATEGORY ROTORCRAFT

1. The authority citation for part 29 is
revised to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701,
44702, 44704.

2. Section 29.901 is amended by
revising paragraph (c) to read as follows:

§ 29.901 Installation.

* * * * *
(c) For each powerplant and auxiliary

power unit installation, it must be
established that no single failure or
malfunction or probable combination of
failures will jeopardize the safe
operation of the rotorcraft except that
the failure of structural elements need
not be considered if the probability of
any such failure is extremely remote.
* * * * *

3. Section 29.903 is amended by
revising paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§ 29.903 Engines.

* * * * *
(d) Turbine engine installation. For

turbine engine installations—
(1) Design precautions must be taken

to minimize the hazards to the rotorcraft
in the event of an engine rotor failure;
and

(2) The powerplant systems
associated with engine control devices,
systems, and instrumentation must be
designed to give reasonable assurance
that those engine operating limitations
that adversely affect engine rotor
structural integrity will not be exceeded
in service.
* * * * *

Issued in Washington, DC, on October 6,
1995.
David R. Hinson,
Administrator.
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