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Summary of Presentations:
1. Repair Data Acceptance

Two presentations were given for this topic, one providing the participants with an update on the activities of the Repair Working Group, the other detailing a review by the FAA of the possible methods for acceptance of repair data.

The FAA/JAA Repair Working Group (RWG) was established by the Certification Sectorial Team (CST) as a result of an action identified during the 2002 Annual FAA/JAA International Conference in Phoenix.  Its Terms of Reference (TOR), agreed upon in November 2002, was to address reciprocal acceptance of repair classification and data. The Repair Working Group met twice in 2003, plans to meet twice in July this year and submit their final report by end of August 2003. So far, the work is progressing well and no major issues have been identified.

The FAA’s presentation addressed the regulatory issues on the transfer of used aircraft to the US and explored options to facilitate this transfer. A revision to the Bilateral Aviation Safety Agreement’s Implementation Procedures for Airworthiness (BASA IPA) was considered, however, this was not pursued since individual IPAs are not being modified pending the future IPA with EASA.  The current IPAs do, however, allow for special arrangements that may be used to address the issue.  In pursuing this option, the FAA is conducting a data approval system evaluation to demonstrate the required equivalence to the FAA approval system. Such an evaluation has already been completed on the CAA UK system in February 2003 with the determination that the UK approvals are equivalent to those made in the FAA system.  The next steps will be to formalise this finding by an exchange of letters finalising an FAA and CAA UK arrangement, and by the issuance of an FAA interim policy this summer.  A second evaluation will be conducted on the LBA system.

Discussion Issues:
The chair recognised the importance and the complexity of the task given to the Repair Working Group. No major difficulties were encountered and the work is progressing well. 

Two questions were raised on legal issues:

· Minor repairs under one system may be considered as major repairs in the other system. How is this dealt with legally?  In particular, prior to the implementation of JAR 21 and the DOA process, for minor repairs, data were “accepted data” and not “approved data”.  The team determined that evaluating the system under which the repair was accepted/approved and making a determination as to whether the systems were equivalent covered this issue.

· This same legal issue was considered to be applicable for data that has been “accepted” under SFAR 36.  

Another question was raised regarding whether the FAA has any plan to conduct a similar activity with other countries (e.g. Asian Pacific).  It was agreed that there needs to be an approach for the other countries.  Interested parties should initiate discussions with the FAA.  From there, the intent would be to work through the bilateral system.  

The final issue raised addressed the Instructions for Continued Airworthiness (ICA’s) associated with a repair.  The ICA’s at the repair level are not required per Part 21.  The types of issues addressed in ICA’s (i.e. damage tolerance) would have to be addressed during the process of approving the repair.  

2. Fuel Tank Safety

Two presentations were provided to the participants on this issue.

A joint FAA/JAA presentation gave an update on the various issues currently under review jointly by FAA and JAA.

· Harmonisation of the unsafe condition criteria (completed)

· Fuel tank safety reviews

· Implementation of the unsafe condition criteria

· Continued operational safety and maintenance aspects

· The “Fuel Tank Inerting” activities. 

The harmonisation of implementation of the unsafe criteria continues to support a model-by-model balanced, common and consistent solution set.  For low flammability tanks, there is a harmonised solution set.  The FAA and JAA are continuing to work toward this for high flammability tanks.  The fuel tank safety reviews are taking place to support mandatory action decisions by June 2003.  With regard to the mandatory action required, based on feedback from the JAA and industry, the FAA has made the decision to mandate any action required to address unsafe conditions by Airworthiness Directive (AD).  Therefore, the FAA intends to withdraw the change to the operating requirements.  FAA and JAA have harmonised special conditions as certification requirements for fuel tank inerting and are optimistic regarding progress on this option.

A second presentation regarding fuel tank safety implementation was given on behalf of the JAA Maintenance Sectorial Team.  The JAA has developed and published an interim policy that, for continued operational safety/maintenance, is harmonised with FAA SFAR 88 and is drafting a temporary guidance leaflet based on the FAA draft advisory circular (AC) developed jointly by FAA and JAA.  Corrective actions required to address non-compliant issues will go through the conventional processes. Corrective actions required to address unsafe conditions will be dealt with by AD and will require additional maintenance and modifications.  Fuel tank system intrusion, however, should be kept to a minimum, consistent with the necessary actions to maintain certification standards.  The AD’s will be issued by each JAA Member State with proper co-ordination within JAA to ensure a harmonized compliance time.

Discussion Issues:
A question was raised on the harmonisation of implementation time frames. It was clarified that the aim will not be to publish the ADs on the same day but to have a harmonised compliance date.

Industry expressed the concern that current draft policies (e.g. draft AC and TGL) also have to be commented upon by Industry and harmonised. They also indicated that an inerting solution may introduce unsafe conditions that have to be addressed.  Finally, Industry cannot wait too long before a decision is taken on how to deal with the issue.  With regard to the first question, the authorities indicated that they will refer the draft TGL to the relevant JAA Sectorial Teams and will review the policy for consistency.  Regarding the latter, the chair emphasised the need to look back to the data and work diligently but, at the same time, to take the needed time to review the data and make the appropriate decision.

3. Aging Systems

A Joint JAA/FAA presentation was prepared to update the participants on the Aging Systems activities and provide them with a status report on the Enhanced Airworthiness Program for Airplane Systems (EAPAS).  EAPAS is a programme designed to enhance current airplane systems airworthiness programmes at operator facilities, repairs stations, and manufacturing plants based on data-driven initiatives developed under the Aging Transport Non-Structural Systems Plan. Its implementation plan is organised in 6 major categories covering design, certification, and maintenance of transport aeroplanes. All EAPAS Near-Term enhancements (e.g. new policy, training) have been accomplished.  The Long Term enhancements (e.g. rulemaking, changes to ICA’s) are expected to be completed by the end of 2004. In addition, there are several research programmes underway or being developed that may extend beyond the 2004 timeframe. The FAA is currently in the process of developing an NPRM, based on ATSRAC recommendations, in full cooperation with JAA and TCCA. The preliminary cost/benefit analysis conducted may not support the implementation of all ATSRAC recommendations.  The FAA is considering means, other than rulemaking, as appropriate instruments for implementing some of the recommended enhancements. Finally, FAA is in a process of tasking ATSRAC with 3 new activities, one being to develop an enhanced wiring inspection for small transport aeroplanes.

A second presentation was prepared by the JAA Maintenance Sectorial Team, pointing out the need for JAA to continue its participation in the programme and informing the participants that the JAA implementation options are being developed.

Discussion Issues:
Both presentations were not presented due to lack of time.

Workshop Actions and Conclusions:

1. Repair data acceptance:  The chair recognised the importance and the complexity of the task given to the Repair Working Group.  No major difficulties were encountered and the work is progressing well and is on track to be completed by August 2003.

2.  Fuel tank safety:  The chair emphasised the considerable effort of harmonisation between FAA and JAA on this issue and was confident that the updates proposed through the presentations have illustrated this co-operation. 

The authorities are working toward data driven solutions.  The System Safety Assessments are now complete and the data are being evaluated to determine the appropriate balanced, common and consistent solution.  There is an understanding of the urgency seen by manufacturers in developing designs and the authorities are committed to work the issue and continue ongoing communication with industry.  The chair offered the possibility of an additional workshop with industry, focusing more on continued operational safety/maintenance and training issues, if it is considered to be necessary.

3.  Due to lack of time, the issue of Aging systems was not discussed.
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