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Part 65

of the word "diversified" as being con-
Title 14---Aeronautics and Space fusing, vague, .or undefined. The FAA

CHAPTER I._FIEDERAL AVIATION AID- agrees that the words "d/ver_ed prac-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF tical experience", as used in proposed
TRANSPORTATION ........... _05.91(c)(2), need further clarification

and, accordingly,wlthdrams this pro-
[Docket No. 1263/; Amdt. No. 68-22] posal.

PART 65--CERTIFICATION: AIRMEN In addition, many commentators dis-
OTHER THAN FLIGHT CR_ agreed with proposed | 65.95 (c) and (d).

Inspectiml AuthorLzatimm Paragraph (c) would have precludedtheholder of an I.A. from exercisingthe
AGENCY: FederalAviationAdministra- privilegesof his authorizationoutsideof
tlon(FAA),DOT. the area of}urisdictionofthe localFAA
ACTION: Final rule. District Office In which his fixed base

of operation is lo_ated. Under paragraph
SUMMARY. This amendment b being (d), the holder of an !JL changing the
issued to clarify current rules, and to location of, or terminating inspection aco
adopt additionalrules,applicableto al>- tlvityat, his fixed base of operation
plicantsfor,and holdersof,an Inspec- would have had to surrender the au-
tionauthorization(I.A.).This _ is thorintiontothe localFAA DistrictOf-
necessarysincethe currentrules_have rice.Most of thoseopposing thesepro-
been the subject of considerable m/sum- posala stated, in essence, that a mere
derstanding, change of geographical location has no
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1'/, 197"/. effect on qualifications to exercise the.

privileges of an I.A. Others stated that
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CON- the inability to use an I.A. outside the
TACT: fixed base of operation would cause ecoo

Raymond E. Ramakis, Regulatory nomic hardship.
Projects Branch (AFS-940), Safety .After consideration of the_e comments,
Regulations Division, Flight Standards the FAA has determined that the holder
Service, Federal Aviation Adminlstra- of an I.A. should "not be denied the use
tion, 800 Independence Avenue, BW, of his authorization when going outside
Washington, D.C. 20591; Telephone: the jurisdiction of his local FAA District
(202)755-8716. Officeor terminatinginspectionactivity

at,orchanging the locationof,hisfixed
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: base of operation, as provided in pro-
Interested persons have been afforded an posed § 65.95 (c) and (d). Accordingly,
opportunity to participate in the making these proposals are withdrawn.
of this amendment by a notice of pro- Proposed § 65.94 would have required
"posed rule making (Notice No. 73-4) is- the holder of an I.A. to keep, and make
sued on January 29, 1973, and published available for inspection by the Adminis-
in the I_DERALREGISTERon February 6, trator, a current record of inspections
1973 (38 F.R. 3410). Due consideration performed by him under § 65.95(a).
has been given to all comments received While a preponderance of commentators
in response to the notice. Except as favored this proposal, some contended
otherwise discussed in this amendment, that such a requirement would impose
the amendment and the reasonsfor it an undue economic burden and others
are identicalto the proposal and the feltthat itwould not be beneficialto
reasonssetforthin the proposal, anyone.In lightof the economic burden

Many of the three hundred and that this recordkeeplngprovisionmay
seventy-sixcomments received in re- impose,the FAA has decidedto further
sponse to the notice expressed disagree- evaluate the impact of proposed § 65.94.
ment with prorosed § 65.91 (c) (2). That Accordingly, that proposed section is also
section would have required the appli- withdrawn.
cant for an inspection authorization to Proposed § 65.91(c)(1) was intended
have had diversified practical experience to clarify the current section by provid-
performing aircraftand aircraftengine ing that an applicantfor an I.A.would
m_intenance during at leastthe two- have to hold a currentlyeffectiveme-
year periodbeforeapplying.Nearly all chaniccertificatewith both an airframe
of the commentators in disagreement rating and a powerplant rating, each of
with this proposal objected to the use
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which has been in effect for not less than" Accordingly, Part 65 of the Federal
three years. Moreover, under proposed Aviation Regulations is amended, effec-
§ 65.92(a), the holder of an I.A. could tive October 17, 1977, as follows:
exercise the privileges of the authoriza- 1. By amending § 65.91 by revising
ti0n only while he holds a currently ef- paragraph (c) (1), and by revoking and
fectivecertificateand ratings.While reservingparagraph (d)as follows:
thoseproposedsectionsspecified_%atthe
applicant for, or holder of, an I.A. must § 65.91 Inspection authorization.
have a currently effective mechanic cer- * * * * *
tiflcate, they did not expressly provide (c) To be eligible for an inspection
that the airframe and powerplant rat- authorization, an applicant must:
ings held must also be current. Sections (1) Hold a currently effective me-
65.91(c) (1) and 65.92(a), as adopted, chanic certificate with both an airframe
make this clear. These requirements will rating and a powerplant rating, each of
ensure that the applicant for an I.A. Is which is currently effective and has been
qualified to exercise the privileges of the continuously in effect for not less than
authorization and remains quarried the three year period immediately before
while he holds the authorization, the date of application;

Paragraph (d) of current § 65.91 pro- * * * * *
rides that an inspection authorization (d) [Reserved]
expires on March 31 of each year. That 2. By adding a new § 65.92 to read as
paragraph is revoked by this amendment follows:
since the provision contained therein is
includedinnew §65.92(a) § 65,92 Inspection authorization : Dura-• tlon.

A review of comments received in re- (_-_Each inspection authorization expiressponseto the noticeindicatesthat pro-
posed § 65.93 appears to have been mis- on March 31 of each ye_tr. However, the
Interpreted by several commentators, holder may exercise the privileges of that
The purpose of that proposal was merely authorization only while he holds a cur-
to require that a person desiring to re- rently effective mechanic certificate with
new his I.A. must present the evidence both a currently effective airframe rat-
currently required by that section at the ing and a currently effective powerplant
local FAA District Office having Juris- rating.

(b) An inspection authorization ceases
diction over the area in which his fixed to be effective whenever any of the fol-
base of operation is located. The pro- lowing occurs:
Posal w_s designed to relax the current (1) The authorization is surrendered,
requirement to submit that evidence at suspended, or revoked.
a more distant General Aviation District (2) The holder no longer has a fixed
Omce or International Filed Office. How- base of operation.

(3) The holder no longer has the
ever, as part of its Operations Review equipment, facilities, and inspection
Program, the FAA is considering exten-
sive revisions to current § C5.93, includ- data required by § 65.91(c) (3) and (4)
ing a revision similar to that set forth in for issuance of his authorization.
Notice 73-4. In light of this, the FAA (c) The holder of an inspection au-
concludes that it would be appropriate thorisation that is suspended or revoked
to consider all revisions to that section shall, upon the Administrator's request,
during the Operations Review, rather return it to the Administrator.
than implementing a singlerevisionat (Sees.313(a)and eOl,FederalAviationAc_
the present time. of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a) and
The FAA hRs conducteda preliminary 1421);Sec.6(c),DepartmentofTransporta-

evaluation of the impacts of the provi- tion Act (49 U.8.C. 1655(c} ) .)
sions adopted in this amendment. Based Nove.--The Federal Avlat}On Administra-
on that evaluation, it has been deter- tlon has determined that this document does
mined that the impacts of thoseprovi- notcontaina majorproposalrequiringprep-
sions will be minimal and that an in- aration of an Economic Impact Statement
depth evaluation under the policy of the under Executlvo Order 11821, a_ amended
Secretary of Transportation and the by Executive Order 11949, and OMB Circular
Administrator (41 FR 16200; April 16, A-lOT.
1976)isnot required. IssuedinWashington,D.C.on Septem-
The principalauthors of this docu- ber 9,1977.

ment areIrving Birnbaum, Flight Stand- LaNOHOSNZ BOND,
ards Service, and Danvers E. Long, Administrator.
Office of the Chief Counsel.
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