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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 

(  Draft Decision 

(
Appendices

(x
General Comment(s)

1b.
AFFECTED PARAGRAPH  (Specify Paragraph Number):  
MA 302 Maintenance Program
Paragraph a and b 

2.
PROPOSED TEXT/ COMMENT:

According to the paragraphs, a maintenance programme will have to be drawn up for each and every aircraft and approved by the competent authority. This rule is unacceptable for the gliding community because such a programme is unnecessarily bureaucratic and a cost burden. The EGU therefore asks the EASA to relax this rule for sailplanes and to replace it by a rule similar to FAR 43 13

3. JUSTIFICATION:

Since there are existing manufacturers’ type specific maintenance manuals, AD’s, and Service Bulletins we do not see the need for adding an additional official document gathering all these documents for simple design products like sailplanes. Furthermore there is no need to approve again such an individual programme since all its parts will refer to maintenance manuals, AD, technical notes already approved by the competent authority. Writing 22,000 manuals is a huge task which cannot be fulfilled easily in a volunteer environment and will have a large regulatory cost attached to it. The costs would not only be ‘one-off’ but continuing as any updates to programmes would have to be reviewed and processed by the competent authority. Furthermore the approval of so many programmes by the competent authority will need a staff they probably do not have. In many countries the national gliding associations or federations have the competence to create and oversee generic maintenance programmes. This activity is at a cost that is almost certainly significantly less than the cost that would be generated by NAAs.  

Maintenance of sailplanes has not been a problem, statistically, in terms of the causes of fatal or serious accidents in the European gliding community. The maintenance regimes, mostly managed in practice by the gliding associations or federations, have assured an adequate level of safety, and are based on generic maintenance programmes or check lists that apply to all sailplanes.  

 We therefore propose to simply require the person performing maintenance to have all adequate documents as it is done in FAR 43.13 (a): 

“(a) Each person performing maintenance, alteration, or preventive maintenance on an aircraft, engine, propeller, or appliance shall use the methods, techniques, and practices prescribed in the current manufacturer's maintenance manual or Instructions for Continued Airworthiness prepared by its manufacturer, or other methods, techniques, and practices acceptable to the Administrator, except as noted in §43.16. “

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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