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AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

IDocket No. 17502; Amdt. No. 21-551

Certification Procedures for Products
and Parts; Export Airworthiness
Approvals

SUMMARY: This emendment provides for
the issuance of special export
certificates of airworthiness for
restricted category aircraft. As
amended. the rule now permits an
exporter to obtain such a certificate for
a restricted category aircraft under the
same procedures and with the same
privileges applicable to ain:raft having
standard airworthiness certificates. By
relieving regulatory requirements
applicable to exporters of restricted
category aircraft. this amendment
facilitates foreign sale demonstration
tours and gives potential for increased
export sales. Under the new rule. upon
the sale of an aircraft in a foreign
country, exporters will be relieved of
any costs associated with having to
return-lhe aircraft to the United States
or applying to an overseas FAA office to
obtain an export certificate of
airworthiness or, alternatively, having to
seek relief via the exemption process.
This amendment is in response to the
petition of a manufacturer who cites the
burden imposed upon it and persons
similarly situated under the preexisting
rule. By easing the burden imposed on
exporters of U.s.·manufactured
restricted category aircraft, the revised
rule is in full accord with Executive
Order 12291.

Ef1'ECTIVE DATE: October 8. 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Joseph A. Sirkis, Regulatory Projects
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bottles for each SCBA unit. However, August 1981.
some licensees have SCHAs that use 1· For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.hour-capacity breathing air bottles. To
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m.H of Appendix R to Part 50 is BILLING CODE 759O<-01-M

amended to clarify the requirement that ~==============

a licensee hav.e ~tleast a 1-hourBupply A(.,PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
of breathmg BU' 10 bottles 10 additIon to / --
the 6-hour supply.. Federal Aviation Administration

In Appendix R, the third paragraph of
Section m.H is corrected to read: 14 CFR Part 21

At Jeast 8 1-hour supply oC breathing air in
extra bottles shall be located on the plant site
for each unit oC self-contained breathing
apparatus. In addition. an onsite ~hour

supply oC reserve air shall be proVided and
arranged to permit quick and complete
replenishment of exhausted air supply bottles
as they are returned. If compressors are used
8S a source of breathing air. only units
approved for breathing air shall be used and
the compressors shall be operable assuming a
loss oC offsite power. Special cafe must be
taken to locate the compressor in areas free
of dust and contaminants.

H. In Appendix R to Part 50, Section
III.L, Alternative and Dedicated
Shutdown Capability (45 FR 76615),
contains a requirement that has been
misinterpreted by some licensees to
achieve cold shutdown conditions
within 72 hours following a fire. In order
to clearly state the requirement so that it
can be interpreted only as requiring the
capability to achieve cold shutdown
conditions within 72 hours, the first
sentence of Section m.I.l is republished
with additional punctuation to read:

1. Altemative or dedicated shutdown
capability proVided for 8 specific fire area
shall be able to (a] achieve and maintain
subcritical reactivity conditions in the
reactor; (bJ maintain reactor coolant
inventory: (cl achieve and maintain hot
standby" conditions for a PWR (hot
shutdown '7 for a BWR); (d) achieve cold
shutdown conditions within 72 hours; and (e)
maintain cold shutdown conditions
thereafter.

Also. near the end of the first sentence
of Section m.I.5, the words "can be"
were omitted in the final rule document
and should be inserted between the
words "cold shutdown" and "achieved
wi thin 72 hours."

I. In Appendix R to Part 50, two
typographical errors exist in Section
m.L, Alternative and Dedicated
Shutdown Capability [45 FR 76615). At
the end of lII.L.l, in the i.e., the word

the preamble to that document, in the
explanation of Appendix R, Section
m.M, Fire Barriers Technical Basis (45
FR 76608), contains the words "has
been" between "3 hours" and "as an
acceptable" in the second sentence of
the third paragraph. The words "has
been" were improperly inserted and
should be deleted.

C. The final rule notice contains an
incorrect amendatory instruction On,.
October 29, 1980, the Commission
promulgated a temporary rule at § 50.48
(45 FR 71569) which suspended the
November I, 1980. compliance date
imposed on certain licensees by their
license conditions. The Commission
intended that the final rule at § 50.48,
puhlished on November 19, 1980, would
supersede the temporary rule published
on October 29, 1980. Therefore, the
amendatory instruction in the November
fmal rule (45 FR 76610) which stated "A
new § 50.48 is added to read as
follows:" is corrected to read: "Section
50.48 is revised to read as follows."

D. In Appendix R to Part 50, a
typographical error exists io the fixst
.sentence of the third paragraph of
Section II (45 FR 76612) where "defense
in-depth" is misspelled. .

E. In Appendix R to Part 50, Section
m.E, Hydrostatic Hose Test (45 FR
76613), the text incorrectly set the
requirement of 300 psi pressure for
testing fire hose already in service. The
number should have been 150 psi, the
pressure level set by the National Fire
Prutection Association Standard for
Care. Use and Maintenance of Fire Hose
Including Connections and Nozzles, 1979
Edition of NFPA 1962.

F. In Appendix R to Part 50, two
typographical errors appear in Section
m.G.2, Fire Protection of Safe Shutdown
Capability (45 FR 76613). In the fll'st
paragraph in the ftrst line. the word "in"
was omitted between "for" and
"paragraph," and in the sixth line, the
fifth word "or' was incorrectly printed
"Of."

G. In Appendix R to Part 50, Section
lII.H, Fire Brigade (45 FR 76613),
contains a requirement that is 8ubject to
misinterpretation in regard to the
additional supply of breathing air to be
maintained for fire brigade use. To
ensure a continuous breathing air supply
for emergency personnel responding to a
fixe, extra individual bottles filled with
breathing air are required to be
available on site for quick change when
an air bottle is exhausted. In addition to
these spare filled bottles, a minimum 6
hour supply of breathing air is to be
maintained on site to refill the
individual bOltles as they are exhausted
during use. This 6-hour supply may
consist of a large lank of breathing air or
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. comment received in response to Notice
80-20 was unfavorable.

Discussion of Amendment

This rulemaking action was initiated
by s petition for rulemaking filed bl'.the
Grumman American Aviation
Corporation of Elmira, New York. The
petition requested that § 21.339(a) be
amended to permit issuance of special
export airworthiness certificates for
restricted category aircraft it
manufactures and for products of other.

- exporters similarly situated. The
petitioner specifically cites the situation
in connection with its Grumman Model
G-164 series agricultural aircraft (Ag
Cat). In support of its request, the
petitioner makes three basic arguments.

First, the petitioner contends that
aircraft such as the Ag-Cat are needed
throughout the world for the production
and protection of food supplies. In
connection with this point, the petitioner
notes that extending the special
certificate procedure would greatly
facilitate exporting such aircraft and
thereby help the U.S. balance of trade
and that such an action would be in the
U.S. public interest.

Second, the petttioner contends that
excluding restricted category aircraft
from the special certificate procedure
places an unfair economic burden on the
manufacturers.

Finally, the petitioner contends that
permitting the procedure for restricted

. category aircraft would not compromise
safety since the aircraft are already
eligible for an export certificate of
airworthiness under § 21.329(a).

With respect to the petitioner's first
and second contentions, it is clear that
procedures existing prior to this
amendment caused an additional
financial expense and delay when
exporting a restricted category aircraft
when compared to the procedures for
exporting a standard category aircraft
that is flown to several foreign countries
for the purpose of sale. For example,
additional expense and delays were
incurred when a newly manufactured
restricted category aircraft that was
exported for demonstration to a
particular country under § 21.329 was
sold to a person in another foreign
country for which the aircraft did not
have an export certificate of
airworthiness. In the petitioner's case,
the exporter incurred an expense of
$5,000 because of storage and air
transportation charges incidental to
inspection by an FAA inspection
representative from an overseas field
office. This would not bave been the
case with aircraft having standard
airworthiness certificates which were

The FAA received two comments in
response to Notice 8Q-20. These
comments express the views of two
associations, one representing the
manufacturing industry, the other
representing airline pilots. The former
commenter supports the proposal as
published. The latter commenter has no
specific comments to offer. Neither

need to return the aircraft to the United
States or applying to an overseas FAA
office for a certificate under § 21.329.
Section 21.339, which was adopted in
1965, inadvertently did not make this
procedure available for restricted
category aircraft sales. A restricted
category aircraft is one intended for
certain "special-purpose operations,"
such 8S agricultural uses, and which is
type certificated in accordance with
§ 21.25 or CAR Part 8, i.e., meets the
airworthiness requirements of an
aircraft category except for those the
Administrator finds inappropriate for
the special purpose involved. Prior to
1965, export approvals were governed
by the administrative procedures
contained in FAA Manual of Procedures
[MOP) 2-4. MOP 2-4, Part 1, paragraph
13, permllted issuance of "blanket"
[equivalent to the current "special")
export certificates of airworthiness for
restricted category aircraft. Since there
evidently was no intent to change the
previous export airworthiness
procedures on codification of the MOP
into § 21.339 in 1965, this amendment

. reinstates preexisting procedures by
revising § 21.339 to include eligibility of
restricted category aircraft for special
export certificates of airworthiness.

The FAR do not require an aircraft to
have an export certificate of
airworthiness to be exported. However,
such a certificate greatly facilitates
airworthiness acceptance of U.S.
aircraft by importing countries, thus
increasing the foreign sales potential of
these aircraft. In accordance with the
bilateral agreements between the United
States and other countries, the
certificate will be given the same
validity by the importing country as a
certificate issued by its own aviation
authority. However, since the importing
country has the prerogative to define the
airworthiness requIrements that must be
met for import, this amendment does not
guarantee import acceptance. Exporters
should consult with the airworthiness
authority in the importing country to
determine the eligibility of restricted
category aircraft and to determine what,
if any, specialIadditional requirenients
must be met before assuming import
acceptance.

Discussion of Comments

Notice
This amendment is based on Notice of

Proposed Rulemaking No. 80-20,
published in the Federal Register on
November 20, 1980 [45 FR 76868). All
interested persons were afforded the
opportunity to participate in the making
of this regul~tion. .

Background
Current export airworthiness

procedures were first proposed in
Federal Aviation Agency Notice No. 63
15 published on April 17, 1963 [28 FR
3728), as an amendment to Part 1 of the
Civil Air Regulations (CAR). By the time
the final rule was issued, however. Part
1 of the CAR had been recodified as Part
21 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
[FAR), and the new amendment was
issued as Subpart L of Part 21 [30 FR
8464; July 2, 1965).

Subpart L of Part 21 established
eligibility criteria for the issuance of
export certificates of airworthiness for
aircraft in two situations: first. when an
aircraft is to be exported to a particular
foreign country; second; when an
aircraft is to be flown to se.veral foreign
countries for the purposes of
demonstration and eventual sale. In the
fust case, the exporter is eligible for an
export certificate of airworthiness under
§ 21.329 prior to the aircraft's departure
from the United States. This export
certificate of airworthiness. which is
available for both standard and
restricted category aircraft, certifies to a
particular importing country that the
aircraft conforms to its U.S, type
certificate, that it complies with any
special requirement notified by the
importing country, and that it is in a
condition for safe operation. However,
this certificate is only valid in the
country to which the aircraft is being
exported.

In the second situation, under
§ 21.339, the exporter of an aircraft that
has a standard airworthiness certificate
may obtain, prior to departure from the
United States, a special export
certificate of airworthiness covering
sales demonstrations in any number of
countries in which a prospective
purchaser is sought. Upon finding a
buyer, the exporter has, in hand, a valid
~xport certificate of airworthiness to
facilitate airworthiness acceptance by
the country in which the aircraft is to be
sold. This relieves the exporter of the

Branch [AVS-24), Safety Regulations
Staff, Associate Administrator for

"Aviation Standards, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW.. Washington, D.C. 20591.
Telephone (202) 755-9716.
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14 CFR Part 71

§ 21.339 Special export airworthiness
approval for aircraft.

PART 21-CERTIFtCATION
PROCEDURES FOR PRODUCTS AND
PARTS

(a) The aircraft possesses either
(1) A standard U.S. certificate of

airworthiness: or ~

(2) A special U.S. certificate of
airworthiness in the restricted category
issued under § 21.185;

•

•

••

•

•

•

•

•

SUMMARY: This amendment will alter
the transition Brea at Alamogordo. New
Mexico. The intended effect of the
amendment is to provide additional
controlled airspace for aircraft
executing instrument approach
procedures to Holloman AFB and
Alamogordo-White Sands Regional
Airports. This amendment is necessary
to provide controlled airspace for
aircraft being radar vectored in the areal
sometimes at minimum altitudes due to
inclement weather conditions and
thunderstorm activity in this area.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 26, 1.981.

[Airspace Docket No. 81-ASW-121

Alteration of Transition Area:
Alamogordo, New Mexico

AGENcY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
AcTION: Final rule.

(Sees. 313(a), 601. and 603. Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 V.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6{c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14
ern 11.49]

Note.-The Federal Aviation
Administration has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
a major rule under Executive Order 12Z91 or
a significant regulation under 1h~ DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR
11034: February 26, 19791. A copy of the final
evaluation prepared for this action is
contained in the regulatory docket. A copy of
it may be obtained by contacting the person
identified under the caption "For Further
Wormation Contact." It has been detennined
also that the amendment will not have a
significant economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act since it is
relieving in nature.

Issued in Washington, D,C., on August 19,
1981.
J. LynD HeIms,

Administrator.
fFR Doc. 81-25995 Fjled 9-4-81; 8:45 am)

_L_'_NG_C_OD_E_"_'_D-_13_-_M -:__.:--=_

obtained prior to flight in any foreIgn
country.

This amendment will eliminate the
polential financial burden and delays
associated with having to return the
aircraft to the United States or applying
to an FAA overseas field office to obtain
an export certificate of airworthiness or,
alternatively, having to seek relief via
the exemption process. For these
reasons, the amendment fully complies
with and achieves the purposes of
Executive Order 12291.

Regulatory Evaluatioo

The FAA conducted a regula tory
evaluation which is included in the
regulatory docket for this action. It is
summarized below.

Costs

The FAA's analysis determines that
there will be no cost impact on
manufacturers and exporters of
restricted category aircraft and only"s
minimal to negligible cost impact to the
Government. The Government will incur
minor cost in the revision of § 21.339.
which is considered already to be a part
of FAA's ongoing program to simplify
and ease the burden of the regulations.

Benefits

Implementation of this final rule is
expected to provide benefits to FAA and
to manufacturers and exporters of
restricted category aircraft. Exporters 0

restricted category aircraft choosing to
conduct foreign sale demonstration
tours for the purpose of consummating a
sale during the tour will benefit by being
relieved of the burden of returning the
aircraft to the United States or to an
overseas FAA office to obtain a special
export certificate of airworthiness valid
in the country in which the aircraft has
been sold. In addition, exporters may be
encouraged to increase multination
sales tours, with corresponding benefit
from sales increases resulting from this
additional approach to the marketing of
their aircraft abroad. The FAA will
benefit from the reduction in
administrative costs associated with
issuing special export certificates of
airworthiness for restricted category
aircraft to be sold potentially in more
than one country.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, § 21.339(a) of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.339(a))
is revised to read as follows, effective
October 8, "1981:

and currently remain eligible for a
special export airworthiness approval
und~r § 21.339. Tbus, the previous rule
resulted in an inequitable situation for
the exporter of a restricted category
aircraft who would, for each sale in a
foreign country, be subjected to delays
and additional expense or alternatively
be required to seek relief via the
exemption process.

The FAA agrees with the petitioner's
third contention that this 'amendment
will not result in a reduction in safety.
Under this amendment. any restricted
category aircraft covered by the new
procedure must meet the FAA
requirements for a U.S. restricted
category airworthiness certificate under
§ 21.185. The aircraft must also, under
§ 21.339(e), meet the importing country's
special airworthines's requirements.
Because these hvo requirements also
appear in § 21.329 for export certificates.
the aircraft· will be held to the same high
standards of airworthiness that have
always been required for export of
restricted category aircraft.

The FAA has analyzed the possible
impact of this amendment on the 23
bilateral airworthiness agreements
(executive agreements) in effect
between the United States and certain
other countries concerning certificates
of airworthiness for import aircraft. This
amendment does not contravene any of
those agreements, and it does/not
interfere with the right of the importing
country to make acceptance of the
special export certificate·dependent
upon the product's meeting any speciaIf
additional requirements which the
importing country finds necessary to
ensure that the aircraft meets a level of
safety equivalent to that provided by its
applicable laws, regulations, and
requirements which would be effective _
for a similar aircraft produced in the
importing country. There are a number
of countries which place limitations on
the import of restricted category aircraft;
such limitations appear in those
countries' "special requirements" (as
published in FAA Advisory Circular 21
2) and under § 21.339 must be met by
any exporter. This amendment,
therefore, does not interfere with any
country's internal rules. Nevertheless, in
accordance with international
agreements and § 21.335(d), an operator
of a U.S.-registered restricted category
aircraft having a special export
airworthiness approval must obtain
permission from each country prior to
flight in that country. Such permission
need not be obtained as a condition of
issuance of the special export
airworthiness certificate but must be
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FOR FURTHER INFORMAnON CONTACT:
Kenneth L Stephenson, Airspace sod
Procedure. Branch (ASW-535J, Air
Traffic Division, Southwast Region.
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O.
Box 1669. Fort Worth, Texas 76101.
telephone (617) 624-4911, extension 302
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMAnON: On May
4. 1961, a notice of proposed rnIemaking
was published in the Federal Register
(46 FR 24959) stating that the Federal
Aviation AdminiBtration proposed to
alter the Alamogordo, New Mexico,
transition area. Interested persons were
invited to participate in this rulemaklng
proceeding by submitting written
commenta on the proposal to the Federal
Aviation Administration. Comments
were received without objections.
Except for editorial changes thi.
amendment i. that proposed in the
notice.

Adoption of tha Amendment

Accordingly, pursusot to the authority
delegated to me. by the Administrator.
Subpart G of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulation. (14 CFR Parl71) as
republished (46 FR 540) is amended.
effective 0901 GMT, November 26, 1961.
as follow.: .

Alamogordo. New Mexico
That airspace extending upward from 700

feet above the surface, including airspace
beginning at latitude 33'30'00" N.• longitude
106'06'05" W.: to latitude 33'30'00" N..
longitude 105'44'00" W.; to latitude 33'16'00"
W .• longitude 105'44'00" W.; to latitude
33'16'35" N., longitude 105'30'00" W.; to
latitude 32'56'45" N., longitude 105'30'00" W.;
to latitude 32-56'30" N., longitude 105-44'00"
W,; to latitude 32"27'00" N.• longitude
105"44'00" W.; to Iatltu!!e 32"27'00" N.•
longitude 106"00'00" W.; to latitude 32"34'OO'J
N., longitude 106"00'00" W.; to latitude
32"34'00" N.. longitude 106"15'00" W.; to
latitude 33"04'00" N.• longitude 106"21'00" W.;
to point of beginning.
(Sec. 307(8], Federal Aviation Act of 1958. as
amended (49 U.S.c. 1348(al): Sec. 6(c).
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.c.
1655(cl): and 14 CFR 11.61[cl)

Note.-The FAA hal detennined that tbi;
regulation only involvel!l an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendment. are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It.
therefore-{1] i. not 8 "major rule" under
Executive Order 12291; (2] is not a
"significant role" under DOT Regulatory
Policie. and Procedures (44 FR 1103; February
26.1979]; and (3) does not warrant
preparation of 8 regulatory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is so minimal.

Issued in Fort Worth. Texas on August 26,
1961.
F. E. W1Utfield,
Acting Director. Southwest Region.
IFR Doc. 8t-2S885 P1led 9-4-81: 8;45 am]

BlLUNG CODE 4'1~1:r-M

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 81-ASW-10J

Alteration of TransitIon Area: Guthrie,
Texas

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

SUMMARY: This amendment will alter
the transition area at Guthrie. Texas.
The intended effect of the amendment is
to provide additional controlled
airspace for aircraft executing new
instrument approach procedures to 6666
Ranch Airport, Thi. amendment i.
necessary to provide protection for
aircraft executing new Area Navigation
(RNAV] approaches to Runways 10 sod
19 at the 6666 Rsoch Airport,
EFFECTln DATE: November 26, 1961.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth L, Stephenson. Airspace and
Procedure. Br,,!,ch [ASW-535), Air
Traffic Division. Southwest Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O,
Box 1689, Fort Worth. Texas 76101.
telephone [617J 624-4911, extension 302.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMAnON: On May
4, 1961, a notice of proposed rulemaking
was published in the Federal Register
(46 FR 24961) .tating that the Federal
Aviation Administration proposed to
alter the Guthrie. Texas, transition area.
Interested perSODa were invited to
participate in this rnIemaking
proceeding by submitting written
commenla on the proposal to the Federal
Aviation Administration. Comments
were received without objections.
Except for editorial changes this
amendment i. that proposed in the
notice.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority

delegated to me, by the Administrator.
Subpart G of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations [14 CFR Part 71) as
republished (48 FR 540) is amended,
effective 0901 GMT, November 26. 1981,
as follows:

GU!hrie. Teo.
That airspace extending upward from 700

feel above the .urface within 8 a.s.·mile
radius of 6666 Ranch Airport (latitude
33'36'30" N.. longitude 100'21'16" W.) and
within 3.5 mile! each aide of the 012" true
bearing from the 6668 Ranch Airport
extending from the 6.S-mile radius area to 7.5
miles north of the airport and within 2.5 miles
each side of the 1960 true bearing from the
airport extending from the 6.S-mile radius
area to 7.5 miles south of the airport
(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958. as
amended (4g u.s.C. 134S(a)); Sec. 6(c), .
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.c.
1655(c)): and 14 CFR 11.61(C))

Note.-The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It.
therefor~1} is not a "major rule" under
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not a
"significant rule" under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 1103; February
26. 1979]; and (3] does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is so minimal.

Issued tfi Fort Worth. Texas. on August 26,
1961.

F, E. Whitfield,

Acting Director. Southwest Region.
(l'R Doc. il1-Z5992. FW 9-4-81; 1t4.5 amJ
8lLUHG CODE ".,o-1~

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No, 81-ASW-161

Designation 01 Federal Airways, Area
Low Routes, Controlled Airspace. and
Reporting Points; Alteration of
Transition Area: Zuni, New Mexico

AGENC·Y: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA). DOT,
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Thi. amendment will alter
the transhion area at Zuni. New Mexico.
The intended effect of the amendment is
to provide additional controlled
airspace for aircraft executing a new
instrument approach procedure to the
Black Rock Airport This amendment is
necessary to protect aircraft holding on
the Zuni VORTAC and executing a new
instrument approach procedure from the
VORTAC to the airport.
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 8, 1961.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth L Stephenson, Airspace sod
Procedures Brancb (ASW-535), Air
Traffic Division, Southwest Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O.
Box 1689, Forth Worth. Texas 76101,
telephone (817) 624-4911, extension 302.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June
29, 1961, a notice of proposed
roJemaking was published in the Feders!
Register (46 FR 33265) stating that the
Federal Aviation Administration
proposed to alter the Zuni. New Mexico.
transition area. Interested persons were
invited to participete in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the Federal
Aviation Administration. Comments
were received without objections.
Except for editorial changes this
amendment is that proposed in the
notice.


