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inspections at the same time that the
initial corrosion task in the
corresponding airplane zone is required
by AD 93–20–03. Scheduling the
proposed actions at the same time as the
currently-required corrosion tasks will
minimize additional work for affected
operators by allowing them to perform
all actions concurrently. This also will
eliminate the necessity of operators
having to gain access to subject areas
more than once.

Additionally, certain of the
modifications described in the twelve
Lockheed service bulletins were
incorporated previously on some
airplanes during production. For such
cases, no additional work would be
required by this proposed AD.

Economic Impact Information
There are approximately 241 Model

L–1011–385 series airplanes of the
affected design in the worldwide fleet.
The FAA estimates that 117 airplanes of
U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD. It would take
approximately 236 work hours per
airplane to accomplish the proposed
actions, including time to gain access
and close up. The average labor rate is
currently $60 per work hour. Based on
these figures, the total cost impact of the
proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $1,656,720, or $14,160
per airplane.

The total cost impact figure discussed
above is based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this AD were not adopted. However, as
indicated previously, some airplanes
that would be subject to the proposed
AD were modified during production to
incorporate certain of the proposed
modifications and installations. In light
of this, the total cost impact of this
proposal would be considerably less
that the figure discussed above.

Additionally, the number of required
work hours for the proposed
requirements of this AD, as indicated
above, is presented as if the
accomplishment of those actions were
to be conducted as ‘‘stand alone’’
actions. However, in actual practice,
these actions would be accomplished
coincidentally or in combination with
actions currently required by AD 93–
20–03. Therefore, the actual number of
necessary ‘‘additional’’ work hours will
be minimal for the majority of affected
operators.

Regulatory Impact
The regulations proposed herein

would 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
proposal would not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

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. App. 1354(a), 1421
and 1423; 49 U.S.C. 106(g); and 14 CFR
11.89.

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

adding the following new airworthiness
directive:
Lockheed: Docket 94–NM–254–AD.

Applicability: All Model L–1011–385
series airplanes, certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must use the authority
provided in paragraph (b) to request approval
from the FAA. This approval may address
either no action, if the current configuration
eliminates the unsafe condition; or different

actions necessary to address the unsafe
condition described in this AD. Such a
request should include an assessment of the
effect of the changed configuration on the
unsafe condition addressed by this AD. In no
case does the presence of any modification,
alteration, or repair remove any airplane from
the applicability of this AD.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent structural failure due to the
problems associated with corrosion
accomplish the following:

(a) Accomplish the modifications,
installations, and inspections described in
the Lockheed service bulletins listed in
Section 7.2 of Lockheed Document Number
LR 31889, ‘‘Corrosion Prevention and Control
Program, TriStar L–1011,’’ Revision A, dated
April 1994 (hereafter referred to as ‘‘the
Document’’), in accordance with the
following schedule:

Note 2: Airplanes on which the
modifications, installations, and inspections
required by this paragraph have been
accomplished prior to the effective date of
this AD or during production are considered
to be in compliance with this paragraph.

Note 3: Airplanes on which the
modifications, installations, and inspections
required by this paragraph have been
accomplished previously in accordance with
an earlier version of the applicable service
bulletin listed in Section 7.2 of the
Document, are considered to be in
compliance with this paragraph.

Note 4: ‘‘Airplane zones,’’
‘‘implementation ages,’’ and ‘‘repeat
intervals,’’ as referred to in this paragraph,
are specified in Section 4.3 of the Document.

(1) For modifications, installations, and
inspections located in an airplane zone that
has not yet exceeded the ‘‘implementation
age’’ (IA) for that zone as of December 17,
1994 (one year after the effective date of AD
93–20–03, amendment 39–8710): Compliance
is required no later than the IA plus the
repeat (R) interval for the applicable zone.

(2) For modifications, installations, and
inspections located in an airplane zone that
has exceeded the IA for that zone as
December 17, 1994: Compliance is required
within one R interval for that zone, measured
from December 17, 1994.

(3) For airplanes that are 20 years old or
older as of December 17, 1994:
Accomplishment of the modifications,
installation, and inspections is required
within one R interval for the applicable
airplane zone, but not to exceed 6 years,
measured from December 17, 1994,
whichever occurs first.

(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, Atlanta
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), ACE–
115A, FAA, Small Airplane Directorate.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Atlanta ACO.

Note 5: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Atlanta ACO.


