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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  (Specify Part/Chapter Number):  

(
Explanatory Note 

(x
Draft Decision Subpart 1 Airworthiness Review Certificate
(
Appendices

(
General Comment(s)

1b.
AFFECTED PARAGRAPH  (Specify Paragraph Number):  

c) MA 901 Aircraft airworthiness review paragraph d 

2.
PROPOSED TEXT/ COMMENT: 

The procedure for renewal of the validity of the airworthiness certificate in the uncontrolled environment will be more complicated and also probably more expensive than the current procedure for renewing the certificate of airworthiness. The EGU asks the EASA to simplify this procedure and make it more cost effective.

3.
JUSTIFICATION: 

In the uncontrolled environment, an airworthiness review, including a physical check, has to be carried out once a year by a Continuous Maintenance Management Organization, but the CAMO is only entitled to issue a recommendation to the Member State of Registry. Only the Competent Authority of the State is allowed to issue the Airworthiness Review Certificate (ARC) and has a period of 30 days to do so.

This procedure is clearly more complicated than the procedure used to date in all countries for renewing a C of A since the applicant has to contact two different organizations, a CAMO for getting a recommendation and the competent authority for getting the ARC. Additionally this procedure will introduce an administrative delay of 30 day for getting the ARC renewed, thus forcing the pilot-owner to programme the airworthiness review completion at least one month in advance to ensure a continuous airworthiness. In at least one country (UK) this time-lag for turning around the paperwork is overcome by the ‘Inspector’, under the authority of the National Gliding Organisation, issuing a 30 day temporary renewal of the C of A on completion of the maintenance, inspection and paperwork that is submitted to the authority (in the UK, the BGA). Without this arrangement, for at least one month in every year the sailplane would be grounded without any good reason. 

Furthermore, even if we do not yet know what will be the charges for these two separate operations, it is to be expected that they will be significantly higher than the renewal of an airworthiness certificate performed directly by the competent authority under the current framework.

To avoid such an increase of the bureaucratic burden and of the costs in the uncontrolled environment the EGU asks the EASA to issue AMC material or even a Part M “light” in order to simplify this procedure and make it more cost effective. One possibility could be to allow the pilot-owner to issue the ARC recommendation. Another possibility would be to extend the validity of the ARC to 3 years also in the uncontrolled environment. The 3 years’ validity of the C of A already exists in some countries and has proven to be safe because sailplanes are very simple aircraft and because the gliding movement has demonstrated over many years its capacity and capability to maintain their aircraft themselves. Such a relaxation of the rules would certainly improve the acceptance of the Part M in the gliding movement.

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 President………………………………………………..
Date: 23.11.05
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