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Comment Form 




Instructions:

Comments should be sent (preferably in word). Please use the following link: NPA@easa.eu.int to send 

your comments for NPA-07-2005.

1a.
COMMENT TO:  

(
Explanatory Note

(
Draft Decision

(
Appendices

(x
General Comment(s)

1a.
COMMENT TO  (Specify Part/Chapter Number):  

(x
Explanatory Note Rejected Changes (page 9)

(
Draft Decision

(
Appendices

(
General Comment(s)

1b.
AFFECTED PARAGRAPH  (Specify Paragraph Number):  

c) MA 901 Aircraft airworthiness review paragraph f 

2.
PROPOSED TEXT/ COMMENT: 

The Rule makers have rejected the proposal from the consultant to allow individuals to issue an ARC for small aircraft of 2730 kg MTOM or below. The EGU asks EASA to reconsider their position because such a change would significantly decrease the financial burden placed on air sports by the application of Part M. For gliding in particular there would be no risk to decrease safety because sailplanes are very simple aircraft and because the gliding movement in Europe has demonstrated over many years their capacity to maintain their aircraft themselves. This would really be the “opening of the bird’s cage” promised by the Director of Rulemaking!

3.
JUSTIFICATION: 

The current draft of Part M does not take into account the specifics of sailplanes which are the simplest aircraft (simpler for example than many microlights…) and still requires them to be maintained in the same way as all other aircraft below 5, 7 tonnes MTOM. The promised AMC will not reduce significantly the paperwork and costs associated with the application of Part M. Most modern sailplanes are designed in such a way that they can generally be maintained for several years by performing only the simple operations of cleaning, lubricating, and polishing requested in the maintenance program of the manufacturer. Therefore there would be absolutely no safety risk to enable individuals to issue the ARC or at least an ARC recommendation. The NAA may keep a proper safety oversight by requesting an external airworthiness review to be performed by a subpart G organization every five or ten year.
4.
PERSON/ORGANISATION PROVIDING THE COMMENT: 


Name
:
European Gliding Union (EGU)


Address
: 
29 rue de Sèvres 75006 PARIS


Country
: 
France


Phone
: 
+ 33 3 88 56 03 28 or + 33 6 75 76 37 16


Fax
: 
+ 33 3 88 56 04 51


E-mail
: 
rstuck@evc.net
5.
SIGNATURE: ……Roland STUCK EGU Pdt………………………………………………..
Date: 23.11.05
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