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1    P 2, para 5b Sentence starting “Section 
25.934 does not allow…” is 
a true statement, but it 
does not reflect practice on 
all programs. 

 The AC should give 
practical advice. 

 After sentence starting 
“Section 25.934 does not 
allow…” add new sentence 
“However, on several 
projects issue papers have 
been issued allowing 
testing other than that 
specified in 33.97.” 

 Partially agree.   
 
Changes made to paragraph 7 
describing how to address 
deviations from the thrust 
reverser type design during 
the § 33.97(a) engine testing.  
Added, “The text of” before 
“section 25.934 does not 
allow….” 
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2    P 2, para 7 In para 6 it is correctly 

stated that the extent to 
which the TRU needs to be 
the type design is defined in 
para 7.  This message 
needs to be reinforced at 
the beginning of para 7. 

 To clarify that a type design 
TRU is not required for 
engine compatibility testing. 

 Add the following sentence 
immediately before 7a: 

“… or operability of the 
engine.  The tested thrust 
reverser must be 
representative of the type 
design to the extent 
described below.” 

 

 Agree.   
 
Added text as suggested. 

3    P 3, para 7a  The sentence starting “The 
reason for incorporating the 
type design thrust reverser 
….”  is incorrect. 

 The thrust reverser does 
not need to be to the type 
design for the endurance 
test.  It needs to be 
representative, as 
addressed by comment 2. 

Delete “type design” from 
the following sentence: 

 “The reason for 
incorporating the type 
design thrust reverser in 
the endurance test, even if 
the thrust reverser is not 
actuated, is to ensure that 

 Partially agree.   
 
Did not delete the words “type 
design, “ but added a 
sentence in the body of the 
paragraph, “Any deviations 
between the type design 
thrust reverser and the thrust 
reverser used during the test 
must not affect the mechanical 
or aerodynamic loads on the 
engine.” 
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the mechanical and 
aerodynamic loads from 
the stowed thrust reverser 
are applied to the engine.” 

 
4    P 4, para 10   Same as comment 1.  Same as comment 1.  Same as comment 1.  Partially agree.   

 
Changes made to paragraph 7 
describing how to address 
deviations from the thrust 
reverser type design  during 
the § 33.97(a) engine testing.  
Added, “The text of” before 
“section 25.934 does not 
allow….” 
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