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swine vesicular disease. (1) Pork-filled 
pasta products processed for export to 
the United States may only be filled 
with pork or pork products that are 
otherwise eligible to be exported to the 
United States and that meet the 
requirements of paragraph (b)(1)(i), (ii), 
or (v) of this section or of § 94.17.

(2) At the pasta processing 
establishment, pork intended to be used 
for pork-filled pasta products for export 
to the United States must be stored in 
a separate room or facility from any 
meat or meat products not eligible for 
export to the United States. 

(3) All equipment and machinery that 
will come in contact with the pork or 
other ingredients of pork-filled pasta 
products intended for export to the 
United States must be cleaned and 
disinfected before each use. 

(4) Processing lines working with 
pork-filled pasta products for export to 
the United States must process only 
pasta containing pork eligible for export 
to the United States. When such 
processing lines are working with pasta 
products containing pork for export to 
the United States, other lines may work 
only on pasta products that do not 
contain meat. 

(5) During processing, the pork-filled 
pasta must be steam-heated to a 
minimum internal temperature of 90 °C, 
then dried, cooled, and packed to make 
the product shelf stable without 
refrigeration. 

(6) The processing facility must allow 
periodic inspections by inspectors from 
the Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service of its facilities, records, and 
operations. 

(7) The processing facility must 
maintain under lock and key, for a 
minimum of 2 years, an original record 
of each lot of pork or pork products 
used for pork-filled pasta products for 
export to the United States. Each record 
must include the following: 

(i) The date that the cooked or dry-
cured pork product was received in the 
processing facility; 

(ii) The number of packages, the 
number of hams or cooked pork 
products per package, and the weight of 
each package; 

(iii) A lot number or other 
identification marks; 

(iv) The health certificate that 
accompanied the cooked or dry-cured 
pork product from the slaughter/
processing facility to the meat-filled 
pasta product processing facility; and 

(v) The date that the pork or pork 
product used in the pasta started dry 
curing (if the product used is a dry-
cured ham) or the date that the product 
was cooked (if the product used is a 
cooked pork product). 

(8) The pork-filled pasta must be 
accompanied by a certificate issued by 
an official of the National Government 
of the region in which the pasta product 
is processed who is authorized to issue 
the foreign meat inspection certificate 
required under § 327.4 of this title, 
stating that the pork-filled pasta product 
has been processed in accordance with 
the requirements of paragraphs (c)(1) 
through (c)(5) of this section. Upon 
arrival of the pork-filled pasta in the 
United States, the certificate must be 
presented to an inspector at the port of 
arrival.

Done in Washington, DC, this 14th day of 
January 2003. 
Peter Fernandez, 
Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 03–1213 Filed 1–17–03; 8:45 am] 
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SUMMARY: This document proposes 
adopting a new airworthiness directive 
(AD) for Eurocopter France (Eurocopter) 
Model AS350B3 helicopters. This 
proposal would require inspecting the 
ASU No. 2 printed circuit board (PCB) 
to determine if the resistor R8 is 
installed, and if it is not installed, 
replacing the PCB with an airworthy 
PCB with that resistor installed. This 
proposal is prompted by the discovery 
of a PCB without a critical resistor that 
polarizes the voltage regulator that 
regulates electrical power to a critical 
warning light, a critical caution light, 
and the main rotor revolutions per 
minute (RPM) signal to the vehicle 
engine management display (VEMD). 
The actions specified by the proposed 
AD are intended to prevent the 
malfunction of the two critical lights 
and the rotor RPM signal to the VEMD, 
failure of these components to timely 
alert the pilot to the associated 
malfunctions, further helicopter damage 
because of these malfunctions, and 
subsequent loss of control of the 
helicopter.

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before March 24, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in 
triplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), Office of the 
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region, 
Attention: Rules Docket No. 2002–SW–
05–AD, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 
663, Fort Worth, Texas 76137. You may 
also send comments electronically to 
the Rules Docket at the following 
address: 9-asw-adcomments@faa.gov. 
Comments may be inspected at the 
Office of the Regional Counsel between 
9 a.m. and 3 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Carroll Wright, Aviation Safety 
Engineer, FAA, Rotorcraft Directorate, 
Regulations Group, Fort Worth, Texas 
76193–0111, telephone (817) 222–5120, 
fax (817) 222–5961.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the Rules Docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments will be 
considered before taking action on the 
proposed rule. The proposals contained 
in this document may be changed in 
light of the comments received. 

Comments are specifically invited on 
the overall regulatory, economic, 
environmental, and energy aspects of 
the proposed rule. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each FAA-public contact 
concerned with the substance of this 
proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their mailed 
comments submitted in response to this 
proposal must submit a self-addressed, 
stamped postcard on which the 
following statement is made: 
‘‘Comments to Docket No. 2002–SW–
05–AD.’’ The postcard will be date 
stamped and returned to the 
commenter. 

Discussion 

The Direction Generale De L’Aviation 
Civile (DGAC), the airworthiness 
authority for France, notified the FAA 
that an unsafe condition may exist on 
Eurocopter Model AS350B3 helicopters.
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The DGAC advises that the absence of 
a resistor R8 on the ASU No. 2 boards 
can lead to a malfunction of the electric 
circuits supplying the ‘‘BATT. TEMP.’’ 
red warning light, the ‘‘ENGINE CHIP’’ 
amber caution light, and the rotor RPM 
signal output to the VEMD. 

This proposal is prompted by an 
anomaly discovered by the 
manufacturer. The actions specified by 
this proposed AD are intended to 
prevent failure of the ‘‘BATT. TEMP.’’ 
warning light, which, if combined with 
a battery overheat, can result in a battery 
thermal runaway without the pilot’s 
knowledge. An uncontrolled battery 
thermal runaway can result in an 
explosion that could cause loss of the 
control of the helicopter. 

Eurocopter has issued Service 
Bulletin No. 77.00.07, dated March 27, 
2000, which specifies checking to 
determine if the resistor R8 is installed 
on the PCB within 25 hours time-in-
service (TIS) and, if a resistor R8 is not 
installed, replacing the PCB with one 
that has a resitor R8 installed within 50 
hours TIS. The DGAC classified this 
service bulletin as mandatory and 
issued AD No. 2001–319–083(A), dated 
July 25, 2001, to ensure the continued 
airworthiness of these helicopters in 
France. 

This helicopter model is 
manufactured in France and is type 
certificated for operation in the United 
States under the provisions of 14 CFR 
21.29 and the applicable bilateral 
agreement. Pursuant to the applicable 
bilateral agreement, the DGAC has kept 
the FAA informed of the situation 
described above. The FAA has 
examined the findings of the DGAC, 
reviewed all available information, and 
determined that AD action is necessary 
for products of this type design that are 
certificated for operation in the United 
States. 

This unsafe condition is likely to exist 
or develop on other helicopters of the 
same type design registered in the 
United States. Therefore, the proposed 
AD would require, within 15 hours 
time-in-service (TIS), inspecting the 
ASU No. 2 PCB on helicopters with 
serial numbers 3062 and earlier to 
determine if the resistor R8 is installed, 
and if it is not installed, replacing the 
PCB with an airworthy PCB with 
resistor R8 installed within 50 hours 
TIS. 

The FAA estimates that 30 helicopters 
of U.S. registry would be affected by this 
proposed AD, that it would take 
approximately 1 work hour per 
helicopter to accomplish the proposed 
actions, and that the average labor rate 

is $60 per work hour. Required parts 
would cost $1,200. The manufacturer 
states in its service bulletin that PCB’s 
will be replaced free of charge. Based on 
these figures, the total cost impact of the 
proposed AD on U.S. operators is 
estimated to be $37,800, if a PCB is 
replaced in the entire fleet and there is 
no free replacement by the 
manufacturer.

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have a substantial direct 
effect 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, 
it is determined that this proposal 
would not have federalism implications 
under Executive Order 13132. 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed regulation (1) 
is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ 
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not 
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under the DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if 
promulgated, 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 copy of the draft 
regulatory evaluation prepared for this 
action is contained in the Rules Docket. 
A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the Rules Docket at the 
location provided under the caption 
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the 
authority delegated to me by the 
Administrator, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend part 
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

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

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended] 

2. Section 39.13 is amended by 
adding a new airworthiness directive to 
read as follows:

Eurocopter France: Docket No. 2002–SW–
05–AD.

Applicability: Model AS350B3 helicopters, 
serial numbers (S/N) 3062 and earlier, 
certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each helicopter 
identified in the preceding applicability 
provision, regardless of whether it has been 
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in 
the area subject to the requirements of this 
AD. For helicopters that have been modified, 
altered, or repaired so that the performance 
of the requirements of this AD is affected, the 
owner/operator must request approval for an 
alternative method of compliance in 
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD. 
The request should include an assessment of 
the effect of the modification, alteration, or 
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by 
this AD; and if the unsafe condition has not 
been eliminated, the request should include 
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless 
accomplished previously. 

To prevent malfunction of the electrical 
circuits controlling the ‘‘BATT. TEMP.’’ red 
warning light, the ‘‘ENGINE CHIP’’ amber 
caution and the rotor revolutions-per-minute 
(RPM) signal output to the vehicle engine 
management display (VEMD), accomplish the 
following: 

(a) Within 15 hours time-in-service (TIS), 
inspect the ASU No. 2 printed circuit board 
(PCB), part number SE 03022, to determine 
if resistor R8 is installed. 

(b) If the resistor R8 is not installed, within 
50 hours TIS, replace the PCB with an 
airworthy PCB that has resistor R8 installed.

Note 2: Eurocopter Service Bulletin No. 
77.00.07, dated March 27, 2000, pertains to 
the subject of this AD.

(c) 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, Regulations 
Group, Rotorcraft Directorate, FAA. 
Operators shall submit their requests through 
an FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector, 
who may concur or comment and then send 
it to the Manager, Regulations Group.

Note 3: Information concerning the 
existence of approved alternative methods of 
compliance with this AD, if any, may be 
obtained from the Regulations Group.

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in 
accordance with 14 CFR 21.197 and 21.199 
to operate the helicopter to a location where 
the requirements of this AD can be 
accomplished.

Note 4: The subject of this AD is addressed 
in Direction Generale De L’Aviation Civile 
(France) AD 2001–319–083(A), dated July 25, 
2001.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on January 11, 
2003. 

David A. Downey, 

Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate, Aircraft 
Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 03–1191 Filed 1–17–03; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

VerDate Dec<13>2002 16:05 Jan 17, 2003 Jkt 200001 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 4702 Sfmt 4702 E:\FR\FM\21JAP1.SGM 21JAP1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2010-07-18T21:31:41-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




