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to prevent the Oriental fruit fly from 
spreading to noninfested areas of the 
United States.

Since prior notice and other public 
procedures with respect to this interim 
rule are impracticable and contrary to 
the public interest under these 
conditions, there is good cause under 5
U.S.C. 553 to make it effective upon 
signature. We will consider comments 
that are received within 60 days of 
publication of this interim rule in the 
Federal Register. After the comment 
period closes, we will publish another 
document in the Federal Register, 
including discussion of any comments 
we receive and any amendments we are 
making to the rule as a result of the 
comments.
Executive Order 12291 and Regulatory 
Flexibility Act

We are issuing this rule in 
conformance with Executive Order 
12291, and we have determined that it is 
not a “major rule." Based on information 
compiled by the Department, we have 
determined that this rule will have an 
effect on the economy of less than $100 
million; will not cause a major increase 
in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State, or 
local government agencies, or 
geographic regions; and will not cause a 
significant adverse effect on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets.

For this action, the Office of 
Management and Budget has waived the 
review process required by Executive 
Order 12291.

This interim rule restricts the 
interstate movement of regulated 
articles from a portion of Los Angeles 
County, California. It appears that there 
are approximately 234 small entities in 
the quarantined area that may be 
affected by this rule. These include 
approximately 25 nurseries, 2 citrus 
processing plants, 1 farmers market, 1 
community garden, 5 wholesale markets, 
and 200 retail fruit/produce vendors.

These small entities comprise less 
than 5 percent of the total number of 
small entities that move these articles 
interstate from nonquarantined areas in 
California. In addition, these small 
entities sell regulated articles primarily 
for local intrastate, not interstate, 
movement. The sale of these articles 
would therefore remain unaffected by 
the regulatory provisions we are issuing. 
Also, many of the entities sell other 
items in addition to the regulated 
articles, so that the effect, if any, of this

regulation on these entities appears to 
be minimal.

The effect on those few entities that 
do move regulated articles interstate 
will be minimized by the availability of 
various treatments specified in the Plant 
Protection and Quarantine Treatment 
Manual, incorporated by reference in 
the regulations. The specified 
treatments, in most cases, will allow 
these small entities to move regulated 
articles interstate with very little 
additional cost.

Under these circumstances, the 
Administrator of the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service has 
determined that this action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities.

Paperwork Reduction Act
The regulations in this subpart contain 

no information collection or 
recordkeeping requirements under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. 3501 etseq .).
Executive Order 12372

This program/activity is listed in the 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
under No. 10.025 and is subject to 
Executive Order 12372, which requires 
intergovernmental consultation with 
State and local officials. (See 7 CFR 
3015, subpart V.)
List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 301

Agricultural commodities, 
Incorporation by reference, Oriental 
fruit fly, Plant diseases, Plant pests, 
Plants (Agriculture), Quarantine, 
Transportation.

PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES

Accordingly, 7 CFR part 301 is 
amended to read as follows:

1. The authority citation for part 301 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 150bb, 150dd, 150ee, 
150ff; 161,162, and 164-167; 7 CFR 2.17, 2.51, 
and 371.2(c).

2. In § 301.93-3, paragraph (c), the 
designation of the quarantined areas is 
amended by adding a new portion of 
Los Angeles County, California, 
following the listing for “Los Angeles 
County, and Orange Counties 
California,” to read as follows:

§ 301.93-3 Quarantined areas. 
* * * * *

(c) * * *
California
* * * * *

Los A ngeles County—That portion of the 
county in the Elysian Park area bounded by a 
line drawn as follows: Beginning at the

intersection of U.S. Highway 101 and Barham 
Boulevard; then northerly along this 
boulevard to its intersection with Forest 
Lawn Drive; then northeasterly along this 
drive to its intersection with State Highway 
134; then easterly along this highway to its 
intersection with Interstate Highway 5; then 
southerly along Interstate Highway 5 to its 
intersection with Colorado Boulevard; then 
easterly along this boulevard to its 
intersection with Eagle Rock Boulevard; then 
southwesterly along Eagle Rock Boulevard to 
its intersection with York Boulevard; then 
southeasterly along York Boulevard to its 
intersection with Figueroa Street; then 
southwesterly along this street to its 
intersection with Avenue 60; then 
southeasterly along this avenue to its 
intersection with Monterey Road; then 
southerly along this road to its intersection 
with Huntington Drive North; then 
southwesterly along this drive to its 
intersection with Soto Street; then 
southwesterly along this street to its 
intersection with Whittier Boulevard; then 
westerly along this boulevard to its 
intersection with 6th Street; then 
northwesterly along this street to its 
intersection with Broadway; then 
southwesterly along Broadway to its 
intersection with Interstate Highway 10; then 
westerly along this highway to its 
intersection with Western Avenue; then north 
along this avenue to its intersection with 
Venice Boulevard; then westerly along this 
boulevard to its intersection with Crenshaw 
Boulevard; then northeasterly along this 
boulevard to its intersection with Olympic 
Boulevard; then westerly along this 
boulevard to its intersection with Highland 
Avenue; then northerly along this avenue to 
its intersection with U.S. Highway 101; then 
northwesterly along this highway to the point 
of beginning.

Done in Washington, DC, this 20th day of 
October 1989.
James W. Glosser,
Administrator, A nim al and Plant H ealth 
Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 89-25238 Filed 10-25-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 51

RIN 3150-AD41

Clarifying Amendment Relating to 
Enforcement Activities

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule. _______ _______

s u m m a r y : The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) is amending its 
environmental regulations to make clear 
that the provision excluding NRC 
enforcement activities from the 
requirements of the National
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Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 
amended, not only encompasses formal 
enforcement actions but also 
encompasses informal administrative 
mechanisms relating to enforcement 
such as bulletins, information notices, 
generic letters, notices of deviation, 
notices of nonconformance and 
confirmatory action letters. This minor 
amendment will help to clarify the 
manner in which this provision will be 
applied.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 26,1989.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stuart A. Treby, Assistant General 
Counsel for Rulemaking and Fuel Cycle, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555; Telephone (301) 
492-1636.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
March 12,1984 (49 FR 9352), the 
Commission promulgated final 
regulations implementing section 102(2) 
of the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969, as amended, (NEPA) in a 
manner which is consistent with the 
NRC’s domestic licensing and related 
regulatory authority. These regulations, 
10 CFR part 51, subpart A, reflect the 
Commission’s policy of developing 
regulations voluntarily subject to certain 
conditions to take account of the 
regulations of the Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
implementing the procedural provisions 
of NEPA. Section 51.14(b) of the NRC 
regulations adopts certain definitions 
used in the CEQ regulations. These 
definitions include the definition of 
“Major Federal action” in 40 CFR
1508.18.1 As this definition makes clear,

1 40 CFR 1508.18 states: “ ‘Major Federal action’ 
includes actions with effects that may be major and 
which are potentially subject to Federal control and 
responsibility. Major reinforces but does not have a 
meaning independent of significantly (§ 1508.27). 
Actions include the circumstance where the 
responsible officials fail to act and that failure to 
act is reviewable by courts or administrative 
tribunals under the Administrative Procedure Act or 
other applicable law as agency action.

"(a) Actions include new and continuing 
activities, including projects and programs entirely 
or partly financed, assisted, conducted, regulated, or 
approved by federal agencies; new or revised 
agency rules, regulations, plans, policies, or 
procedures; and legislative proposals (§§ 1506.8, 
1508.17). Actions do not include funding assistance 
solely in the form of general revenue sharing funds, 
distributed under the State and Lbcal Fiscal 
Assistance Act of 1972, 31 U.S.C. 1221 et seq.. with 
no Federal agency control over the subsequent use 
of such funds. Actions do not include bringing 
judicial or administrative civil or criminal 
enforcement actions.

"(b) Federal actions tend to fall within one of the 
following categories:

(1) Adoption of official policy, such as rules, 
regulations, and interpretations adopted pursuant to 
the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U .S.C. 551 et 
8eq.; treaties and international conventions or 
agreements; formal documents establishing an

for NEPA purposes, the term “Major 
Federal action” does not include 
“* * * bringing judicial or 
administrative civil or criminal 
enforcement actions * * This 
portion of the CEQ definition of “Major 
Federal action” is highlighted in § 51.10 
of the Commission’s regulations which 
addresses the purpose and scope of 
NRC’s regulations implementing section 
102(2) of NEPA and states in paragraph
(d):

(d) Commission actions initiating or 
relating to administrative or judicial civil or 
criminal enforcement actions or proceedings 
are not subject to section 102(2) of NEPA. 
These actions include issuance of notices, 
orders, and denials of requests for action 
pursuant to subpart B of part 2 of this 
chapter, and matters covered by part 15 and 
160 of this chapter.

Although the Commission’s 
regulations make clear that enforcement 
matters are not subject to the NEPA 
process, there has been some 
uncertainty as to whether certain types 
of informal administrative actions used 
by the NRC staff as an adjunct to the 
Commission’s formal enforcement 
mechanisms, which include the issuance 
of orders pursuant to 10 CFR part 2, 
subpart B, are intended to be included 
within the scope of 10 CFR 51.10(d). See 
10 CFR part 2, Appendix C, General 
Statement of Policy and Procedure for 
NRC Enforcement Actions, section V.H. 
These informal administrative actions 
include, among others, various written 
notices such as bulletins, information 
notices, generic letters, notices of 
deviation or non-conformance and 
confirmatory action letters. As use of 
the word “include” in the second 
sentence of § 51.10(d) makes clear,
§ 51.10(d) does not purport to provide a 
comprehensive list of Commission 
activities relating to enforcement. The 
types of enforcement actions mentioned 
were intended to be only illustrative.

As described in the Commission’s 
General Statement of Policy on 
Enforcement, “Confirmatory Action 
Letters are letters confirming a 
licensee's or a vendor’s agreement to

agency’s policies which will result in or 
substantially alter agency programs.

"(2) Adoption of formal plans, such as official 
documents prepared or approved by federal 
agencies which guide or prescribe alternative uses 
of federal resources, upon which future agency 
actions will be based.

“(3) Adoption of programs, such as a group of 
concerted actions to implement a specific policy or 
plan; systematic and connected agency decisions 
allocating agency resources to implement a specific 
statutory program or executive directive.

“(4) Approval of specific projects, such as 
construction or management activities located in a 
defined geographic area. Projects include actions 
approved by permit or other regulatory decision as 
well as federal and federally assisted activities.”

take certain actions to remove 
significant concerns about health and 
safety, safeguards, or the environment.” 
A confirmatory action letter is an 
informal enforcement tool issued by the 
NRC staff pursuant to 10 CFR part 2, 
Appendix C, V, H, 3. The letter 
memorializes commitments made by the 
licensee to the NRC staff that the 
licensee will take certain specific 
actions with regard to a facility.

The NEPA status of such informal 
tools, including resumption of plant 
operation, was not explicitly addressed 
in § 51.10 since the Commission 
believed, as it argued in Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts v. United States 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, No. 
88-2211, that such informal enforcement 
tools did not involve agency action. 
However, in that case the First Circuit 
Court of Appeals concluded that 
resumption of operation of the Pilgrim 
facility, after an extended shutdown for 
corrective actions reflected in a 
Confirmatory Action Letter, involved 
NRC action to.reinstate the license. The 
Court went on to uphold the NRC 
actions against related challenges. The 
case did not raise and the Court did not 
address any NEPA related issues.

Licensee actions undertaken 
voluntarily, as documented in a 
confirmatory action letter, are generally 
directed to restoring compliance with 
NRC regulations, thereby enabling the 
licensee to resume licensed activities. 
Consequently, the only environmental 
effects of the licensee’s voluntary 
actions to reestablish that licensed 
activities will be undertaken in 
accordance with the license are those 
evaluated at the time the facility or 
activity was licensed and assessed in 
the NRC Environmental Impact 
Statement prepared in connection with 
the initial issuance of the license and in 
subsequent environmental evaluations 
in connection with license amendments. 
The environmental effects of NRC 
activities associated with the 
supervision of such licensee actions, 
including NRC approval and supervision 
of the licensee’s subsequent resumption 
of licensed activities are the same and 
do not require additional environmental 
review.

Although the Commission did not 
intend § 51.10(d) of its NEPA regulations 
to be read as if it applied exclusively to 
the types of enforcement activities 
specifically enumerated therein, it 
recognizes that clarification would be 
helpful. Accordingly, the Commission is 
promulgating this final rule.

It should be clearly understood that it 
has always been contemplated, under 
§ 51.10(d), that when licensee actions to
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remediate the matters underlying the 
enforcement action have been 
completed to the satisfaction of the 
Commission, the conditions of operation 
previously reviewed in an 
environmental context will be restored. 
Accordingly, when the NRC authorizes 
licensed activities to resume, no 
additional environmental review 
pursuant to NEPA or the Commission’s 
regulations is needed. If it should be 
necessary for the licensee to obtain a 
license amendment to restore 
compliance with the Commission’s 
safety requirements in order to satisfy 
the concerns underlying the enforcement 
action, any environmental effects 
associated with issuance of the license 
amendment would either be addressed 
in an Environmental Assessment or 
encompassed by a categorical exclusion 
under 10 CFR 51.22(c). In this way, 
appropriate consideration of any 
environmental impact would be assured.

Because this amendment is merely 
clarifying and interpretative in nature, 
relates solely to matters of agency 
practice and does not involve a 
significant question of policy, good 
cause exists for omitting notice of 
proposed rulemaking and public 
procedures thereon as unnecessary and 
for making the amendment effective 
upon publication in the Federal Register 
without the customary thirty day notice.

Environmental Impact: Categorical 
Exclusion

The NRC has determined that this 
final rule is the type of action described 
in categorical exclusion 10 CFR 
51.22(c)(2). Therefore, neither an 
environmental impact statement nor an 
environmental assessment has been 
prepared for this final regulation.
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement

This final rule contains no new or 
amended information collection 
requirements and therefore is not 
subject to the requirements of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).
Regulatory Analysis

Questions have arisen as to whether 
10 CFR 51.10(d), which excludes 
Commission actions relating to 
enforcement from the NEPA process, 
encompasses informal administrative 
actions such as those described in 
section V.H. of the Commission^ 
General Statement of Policy and 
Procedure for NRC Enforcement 
Actions, 10 CFR part 2, Appendix C, i.e., 
bulletins, information notices, generic 
letters, notices of deviation or 
nonconformance and confirmatory 
action letters. Section 51.10(d) of the

Commission’s regulations is not limited 
to a portion of the Commission’s 
enforcement activities but is all- 
inclusive. The NRC staff has a need to 
assure a uniform understanding of the 
scope of actions encompassed by this 
regulation. This rule change revising the 
text of § 51.10(d) to make clear that it 
applies to the entire spectrum of the 
Commission’s enforcement activities is 
the appropriate means to achieve this 
end.
Backfit Analysis

The NRC has determined that the 
backfit rule, 10 CFR 50.109, does not 
apply to this final rule because this 
amendment to 10 CFR 51.10(d) does not 
contain any provisions which impose 
backfits as defined in 10 CFR 
50.109(a)(1) and therefore a backfit 
analysis is not required.
List of Subjects in 10 CFR Part 51

Administrative practice and 
procedure, Environmental impact 
statement, Nuclear materials, Nuclear 
power plants and reactors, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements.

For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble and under the authority of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, 
as amended, the National 
E nvironm ental Policy Act of 1969, as 
amended, and 5 U.S.C. 552 and 533, the 
NRC is adopting the following 
amendment to 10 CFR part 51:

PART 51— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION REGULATIONS FOR 
DOMESTIC LICENSING AND RELATED 
REGULATORY FUNCTIONS

1. The authority citation for part 51 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Sec. 161, 68 Stat. 948, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 2201); secs. 201, as 
amended, 202,88 Stat. 1242, as amended, 1244 
(42 U.S.C. 5841, 5842).

Subpart A also issued under National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, secs. 102, 
104,105, 83 Stat. 853-854, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 4332, 4334, 4335); and Pub. L. 95-604, 
Title II, 92 Stat. 3033-3041. Sections 51.20, 
51.30, 51.60, 51.61. 51.80, and 51.97 also issued 
under secs. 135,141, Pub. L. 97—425, 96 Stat. 
2232, 2241, and sec. 148, Pub. L. 100-203,101 
Stat. 1330-235 (42 U.S.C. 10155,10161.10168). 
Section 51.22 also issued under sec. 274, 73 
Stat. 688, as amended by 92 Stat. 3036-3038 
(42 U.S.C. 2021) and under Nuclear W aste 
Policy Act of 1982, sec. 121, 96 Stat. 2228 (42 
U.S.C. 10141). Sections 51.43, 51.67, and 51.109 
also issued under Nuclear W aste Policy Act 
of 1982, sec. 114(f), 96 Stat. 2216, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 10134(f)).

2. Paragraph (d) of § 51.10 is revised 
to read as follows:

§ 51.10 Purpose and scope of subpart; 
Application of regulations of Council on 
Environmental Quality. 
* * * * *

(d) Commission actions initiating or 
relating to administrative or judicial 
civil or criminal enforcement actions or 
proceedings are not subject to section 
102(2) of NEPA. These actions include 
issuance of notices, orders, and denials 
of requests for action pursuant to 
subpart B of part 2 of this chapter, 
matters covered by part 15 and part 160 
of this chapter, and any other matters 
covered by Appendix C to part 2 of this 
chapter.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 19th day 
of October, 1989.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
James M. Taylor,
Acting Executive D irector fo r  Operations.
[FR Doc. 89-25228 Filed 19-25-89; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 89-NM -92-AD; Arndt. 39-6371]

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus 
Industrie Model A300, A310, A300-600 
Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule. ___________ _

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a 
new airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to certain Airbus Industrie 
Model A300, A310, and A300-600 series 
airplanes, which requires inspection of 
the pitch trim electrical circuit for 
defective trim switches, and 
replacement of faulty switches, if 
necessary. This amendment is prompted 
by reports of electrical trim malfunction 
due to faulty trim switches. This 
condition, if not corrected, could result 
in pitch trim runaway.
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 1,1989.
ADDRESSES: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
Airbus Industrie, Airbus Support 
Division, Avenue Didier Daurat, 31700 
Blagnac, France. This information may 
be examined at the FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, Seattle, Washington, or the 
Standardization Branch, 9010 East 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Greg Holt, Standardization Branch, 
ANM-113; telephone (206) 431-1918. 
Mailing address: FAA, Northwest 
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway 
South, C-68966, Seattle, Washington 
98168.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to include a new 
airworthiness directive, applicable to 
Airbus Industrie Model A300, A310, and 
A300-600 series airplanes, which 
requires inspection of the pitch trim 
electrical circuit for defective trim 
switches, and replacement of faulty 
switches, if necessary, was published in 
the Federal Register on July 11,1989 (54 
FR 29052).

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

The commenter supported the rule. 
After careful review of the available 

data, including the comments noted 
above, the FAA has determined that air 
safety and the public interest require the 
adoption of the rule as proposed.

It is estimated that 103 airplanes of 
U.S. registry will be affected by this AD, 
that it will take approximately 6 
manhours per airplane to accomplish the 
required actions, and that the average 
labor cost will be $40 per manhour.
Based on these figures, the total cost 
impact of the AD on U.S. operators is 
estimated to be $24,720.

The regulations adopted 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 final rule does not 
have sufficient federalism implications 
to warrant the preparation of a 
Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this action (1) is not a "major 
rule" under Executive Order 12291; (2) is 
not a “significant rule" under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034; February 26,1979); and (3) will 
not have a significant economic impact, 
positive or negative, on a substantial 
number of small entities under the 
criteria of the Regulatory Flexibility Act.
A final evaluation has been prepared for 
this action and is contained in the 
regulatory docket. A copy of it may be 
obtained from the Rules Docket.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 

safety, Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 

delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
amends Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations as follows:

PART 39—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423; 
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L. 97-449, 
January 12,1983); and 14 CFR 11.89.

§39.13 [Amended]
2. Section 39.13 is amended by adding 

the following new airworthiness 
directive:
Airbus Industrie: Applies to Models A300, 

A310, and A300-600 series airplanes, 
certificated in any category. Compliance 
is required within 30 days after the 
effective date of this AD, unless 
previously accomplished.

To prevent pitch trim runaway, accomplish 
the following:

A. Perform an inspection to determine if 
SAMM trim switches, Part Number BP 20- 
455, Serial Numbers 110 to 923, inclusive, are 
fitted on the normal pitch trim electrical 
circuit, in accordance with All Operators 
Telex (AOT) 22/88/01, dated November 23, 
1988. if any trim switch is determined to have 
any of these serial numbers, prior to further 
flight, replace the switch with a serviceable 
trim switch having a serial number 924 or 
higher, in accordance with Airplane 
Maintenance Manual (AMM) 22-27-12 for 
Model A310 and A300-600 series airplanes) 
or AMM 27-11-11 (for Model A300 series 
airplanes, as appropriate.

B. An alternate means of compliance or 
adjustment of the compliance time, which 
provides an acceptable level of safety, may 
be used when approved by the Manager, 
Standardization Branch, ANM-113, FAA, 
Northwest Mountain Region.

Note: The request should be forwarded 
through an FAA Principal Maintenance 
Inspector (PMI), who will either concur or 
comment and then send it to the Manager, 
Standardization Branch, ANM-113.

C. Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base in order to 
comply with the requirements of this AD.

All persons affected by this directive 
who have not already received the 
appropriate service documents from the 
manufacturer may obtain copies upon 
request to Airbus Industrie, Airbus 
Support Division, Avenue Didier Daurat, 
31700 Blagnac, France. These documents 
may be examined at the FAA,
Northwest Mountain Region, Transport 
Airplane Directorate, 17900 Pacific 
Highway South, Seattle, Washington, or

the Standardization Branch, 9010 East 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington.

This amendment becomes effective 
December 1,1989.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on October
17,1989.
Darrell M. Pederson,
Acting M anager, Transport A irplane 
D irectorate, A ircraft C ertification Service. 
[FR Doc. 89-25203 Filed 10-25-89; 8:45 am] 
BILUNG CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 89-NM-100-AD; Arndt. 39- 
6373]

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 
Model 757 and 767 Series Airplanes
AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
a c t io n : Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a 
new airworthiness directive (AD), 
applicable to certain Boeing Model 757 
and 767 series airplanes, which requires 
the inspection and replacement of the 
Ram Air Turbine (RAT) Ground 
Checkout Module (GCM) and possible 
replacement of the RAT hydraulic pump. 
This amendment is prompted by reports 
of four RAT hydraulic pumps which may 
have been damaged by fragments from a 
filter screen in the GCM. This condition, 
if not corrected, could result in an 
inoperable RAT hydraulic pump and 
complete loss of hydraulic power should 
a dual engine loss occur.
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 1,1989. 
a d d r e s s e s : The applicable service 
information may be obtained from 
Boeing Commercial Airplanes, P.O. Box 
3707, Seattle, Washington 98124. This 
information may be examined at the 
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 17900 
Pacific Highway South, Seattle, 
Washington, or Seattle Aircraft 
Certification Office, 9010 East Marginal 
Way South, Seattle, Washington.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. David M. Herron, Systems & 
Equipment Branch, ANM-130S; 
telephone (206) 431-1949. Mailing 
address: FAA Northwest Mountain 
Region, 17900 Pacific Highway South, C - 
68966, Seattle, Washington 98168. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to include an 
airworthiness directive, applicable to 
certain Boeing Model 757 and 767 series 
airplanes, which requires the inspection 
and replacement of the Ram Air Turbine


