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McDonnell Douglas Model MD–88 airplanes;
McDonnell Douglas Model MD–11 and MD–

90–30 series airplanes;
Lockheed Model L–1011–385–1, –385–1–14,

–385–1–15, and –385–3 series airplanes;
and

Fokker Model F28 Mark 1000, 2000, 3000,
4000, and 0100 series airplanes;
Compliance: Required as indicated, unless

accomplished previously.
To ensure that the flight crew is aware of

significant delays in the Windshear Detection
and Recovery Guidance System (WSS)
detecting windshear when the flaps of the
airplane are in transition, accomplish the
following:

(a) Within 14 days after the effective date
of this AD, revise the Limitations Section of
the FAA-approved Airplane Flight Manual
(AFM) to include the following statement.
This may be accomplished by inserting a
copy of this AD in the AFM.

‘‘During sustained banks of greater than 15
degrees or during flap configuration changes,
the Honeywell Windshear Detection and
Recovery Guidance System (WSS) is
desensitized and alerts resulting from
encountering windshear conditions will be
delayed.’’

(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, Los Angles
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Operations
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Los Angeles ACO.

Note: Information concerning the existence
of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Los Angeles 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) This amendment becomes effective on
March 8, 1995.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on February
14, 1995.
S.R. Miller,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 95–4123 Filed 2–17–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 94–CE–12–AD; Amendment 39–
9155; AD 95–04–03]

Airworthiness Directives; Beech
Aircraft Corporation 33, 35, and 36
Series Airplanes

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

SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 92–08–07,

which currently requires inspecting
(one-time) the wing front spar carry-
through frame structure for cracks on
certain Beech 33, 35, and 36 series
airplanes, and repairing or reinforcing
any cracked wing front spar carry-
through frame structure. This action
would make this one-time inspection
repetitive. This action was prompted by
numerous (43) reports received by the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
of cracks found on the wing front spar
carry-through frame structure of the
affected airplanes. These cracks were
found during the inspection required by
AD 92–08–07. The actions specified by
the proposed AD are intended to
prevent spar carry-through frame
structure failure caused by cracking,
which, if not detected and corrected,
could result in severe structural damage
to the wing.
DATES: Effective April 7, 1995.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations was previously approved by
the Director of the Federal Register as of
March 18, 1992.
ADDRESSES: Service information that
applies to this AD may be obtained from
the Beech Aircraft Corporation, P.O. Box
85, Wichita, Kansas 67201–0085. This
information may also be examined at
the FAA, Central Region, Office of the
Assistant Chief Counsel, Room 1558,
601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri
64106; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW.,
suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Larry Engler, Aerospace Engineer,
Wichita Aircraft Certification Office,
FAA, 1801 Airport Road, Mid-Continent
Airport, Wichita, Kansas 67209;
telephone (316) 946–4122; facsimile
(316) 946–4407.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an AD that would apply to
certain Beech 33, 35, and 36 series
airplanes was published in the Federal
Register on November 2, 1994 (59 FR
54847). The action proposed to
supersede AD 92–08–07 with a new AD
that would require repetitively
inspecting the wing front spar carry-
through frame structure for cracks, and
repairing or reinforcing any cracked
wing carry-through frame structure. The
proposed action would be accomplished
in accordance with Beech Service
Bulletin No. 2360, dated November
1990. The only difference between the
proposal and AD 92–08–07 is that the
initial inspection required by the
existing AD would become repetitive.

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

One commenter points out that the
actual AD portion of the proposal
specifies no directions for what to do if
there are no cracks found, whereas the
preamble specifies repetitive
inspections, and the AD portion
specifies these repetitive inspections
after cracks are repaired. The
commenter feels that this may have
been an oversight on the FAA’s part.
The FAA concurs. The intent of the
proposal was to make the inspection
repetitive regardless of whether cracks
are found. A paragraph has been added
to the AD to ensure that the inspection
is repetitive if no cracks are found.

This commenter also states that those
owners/operators that have already
inspected the airplane as required by
AD 92–08–07 (superseded by this
action) should not have to inspect again
until the next annual inspection. The
FAA concurs that a grace period should
be given for those airplane owners/
operators that have already inspected as
required by AD 92–08–07. In addition,
AD 92–08–07 superseded AD 91–14–13,
which required repetitive inspections.
The Compliance section of the AD has
been revised to give credit to those
airplane operators that have already
inspected the wing front spar carry-
through frame structure as required by
one of the above-referenced AD’s.

Two commenters state that AD action
requiring a repetitive inspection of the
wing front spar carry-through frame
structure is unjustified because there are
only reports of cracks in this structure
on 43 out of over 10,000 affected
airplanes. The FAA does not concur that
AD action is unjustified. AD’s are not
issued based on the percentage of the
airplanes that have reported problems,
but are issued when an unsafe condition
exists in a product, and when that
condition is likely to exist or develop in
other products of the same type design.
The FAA reviewed all information
relating to the wing front spar carry-
through frame structure crack reports on
the affected airplanes and determined
that AD action was justified and the
proposed actions, when accomplished
correctly, would eliminate the unsafe
condition and prevent it from re-
occurring. The AD is unchanged as a
result of these comments.

Three of the four commenters state
that inspecting the wing front spar
carry-through frame structure is part of
the affected airplanes’ annual inspection
program, and thus no AD action is


