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eliminates the unsafe condition; or different
actions necessary to address the unsafe
condition described in this AD. Such a
request should include an assessment of the
effect of the changed configuration on the
unsafe condition addressed by this AD. In no
case does the presence of any modification,
alteration, or repair remove any airplane from
the applicability of this AD.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To ensure proper distribution of the fire
extinguisher agent within the nacelle in the
event of a fire, accomplish the following:

–(a) Within 6 months after the effective
date of this AD, modify the fire extinguishing
system in the number two engine strut, in
accordance with the Accomplishment
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
747–26A2226, dated June 30, 1994, or
Revision 1, dated November 23, 1994.

(b) 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
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. 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 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Seattle ACO.

(c) 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.

(d) The modification shall be done in
accordance with Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 747–26A2226, dated June 30, 1994,
and Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 747–
26A2226, Revision 1, dated November 23,
1994. This incorporation by reference was
approved by the Director of the Federal
Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a)
and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may be obtained
from Boeing Commercial Airplane Group,
P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington 98124–
2207. 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.

(e) This amendment becomes effective on
March 17, 1995.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on January
24, 1995.

Darrell M. Pederson,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 95–2147 Filed 2–14–95; 8:45 am]
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Airworthiness Directives; Fokker
Model F28 Mark 0100 Series Airplanes

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

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to certain Fokker Model F28
Mark 0100 series airplanes, that requires
modification of the fixed engine cowling
at the forward and aft crane beam
attachment; and an inspection of the
forward and aft crane beam to detect
surface damage, and repair, if necessary.
This amendment is prompted by several
reports of rear cabin noise (engine
rumble) during flight and while taxiing,
which may have been caused by the
interference between the forward and aft
crane beams and the fasteners in the
fixed engine cowling. The actions
specified by this AD are intended to
prevent chafing due to normal engine
vibration, which could result in
structural damage to the engine mount
and possible separation of the engine
from the airplane.
DATES: Effective March 17, 1995.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of March 17,
1995.
ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Fokker Aircraft USA, Inc., 1199
North Fairfax Street, Alexandria,
Virginia 22314. 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: Tim
Dulin, Aerospace Engineer,
Standardization Branch, ANM–113,
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington 98055–4056; telephone
(206) 227–2141; fax (206) 227–1320.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an airworthiness directive (AD)
that is applicable to certain Fokker F28
Mark 0100 series airplanes was
published in the Federal Register on
September 30, 1994 (59 FR 49865). That
action proposed to require modification
of the fixed cowl at the forward and aft

crane-beam attachment; and performing
a visual inspection of the forward and
aft crane beam to detect surface damage,
and repair, if necessary.

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

One commenter supports the
proposed rule.

One commenter requests that the
proposed 3-month ‘‘grace period’’ for
compliance be extended to at least two
years after the effective date of this AD
for airplanes that are nearing or have
exceeded the threshold of 15,000 flight
hours. This commenter states that it
would have to special schedule its fleet
of airplanes that are approaching or
have exceeded 15,000 flight hours in
order to accomplish the proposed
inspection/modification within the
proposed compliance time. This would
entail considerable additional expenses
and schedule disruptions. Additionally,
this commenter states that the engines
on these airplanes are changed on an
average of every two years and that a
two-year compliance time would allow
the proposed inspection/modification to
be accomplished during a regularly
scheduled engine change. The two-year
compliance time would eliminate some
of the extra down time associated with
the modification. The commenter also
states that no in-service incident exists
to warrant such a limited compliance
time.

The FAA concurs with the
commenter’s request. The 3-month
‘‘grace period’’ proposed in the notice
was intended to provide additional time
for compliance for those airplanes that
are approaching or have exceeded
15,000 flight hours, without necessarily
requiring immediate compliance (and,
thus, grounding of those airplanes). The
FAA selected the 3-month interval
specifically as an attempt to provide as
conservative an interval as possible for
compliance by the higher time
airplanes; however, it was selected
without benefit of any empirical data or
other information from the
manufacturer or Dutch airworthiness
authority. Based on the information
provided by the commenter, and the fact
that there has been no in-service
incident of the subject chafing, the FAA
has determined that a longer ‘‘grace
period’’ for modification is reasonable.
The FAA has revised paragraph (a) of
the final rule to reflect a ‘‘grace period’’
of two years after the effective date of
this AD. This would allow the
modification to be accomplished during
regularly scheduled maintenance at a
main base, where special equipment


