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"UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
RENTON, WASHINGTON 9807-3356

In the mater o the petition of
Enflite Inc. Regulatory Docket No. FAA-2007-28817

foran exemption from § 25 813(¢) of Tik 14,
Code of Federal Regulations

GRANT OF EXEMPTION

By ltter dated May 31, 2007, Mr. Ken Amold, QA Manager, Enflit, Inc., 105 Cooperative
‘Way, Georgetown, Texas 78626, ptitioned the Federal Aviation Administation (FAA) for an
exeanption from the requirements of § 25 813(¢) of Ttle 14, Code of Federal Regalations

(14 CFR). The proposed exemption, i granted, would permit efif from the requirement that
probibis instalation of interior doors between passenger compartments. The proposed
exemption is reqested specifically for installaion of cxscutive nteriors on Bombardicr Models
‘BD-700-1A10, BD-700-1 A1, and all variants of the CL-600 airplane that have been designated
as “private use, not for hire, not offered for common carrsge.”

The petitioner requests relief from the following regulations:

‘Section 26.813(¢), Amendment 25-46 — This rogulaton probibits installaton of interior
doors between pessenger compartments.

‘Summary of the petitioner’s supportive information:

Following is a sunmary of the petitioner's supportive iformation. The completc ptiton can be.
found in docket FAA-2007-28817 of the Federal Docament Management System, which can be-
Found on theIntemet ot hip:/fwwe:regolations gov.

The petitioner requests exemption from 14 CER 25.813(e) in rder 1o install doors in partitons
between passenger compartments of the above-refercuced arplanes which arc egisteted in the
'US and used for privatelcorporate transport. Eafit proposes altemative design requirements to
‘provide an equivalent level of safety appropriatetothe operation of such siplanes equipped with
‘doors in cabin pastitions.





January 6, 2009
Docket Management Facility
US Department of Transportation

1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE
Room W12-140
Washington, D.C. 20590
SUBJECT: 
PETITION FOR EXEMPTION FROM 14 CFR §25.813(e)

EMERGENCY EXIT ACCESS

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

Enflite, Inc., a wholly owned subsidiary of LifePort, Inc., hereafter referred to as Enflite, hereby submits its Petition for Exemption from 14 CFR §25.813(e) entitled “Emergency Exit Access”.

I.
EXTENT OF RELIEF AND REASON
The purpose of this Petition is to request an exemption from 14 CFR §25.813(e) in order to permit the installation of doors in partitions between passenger compartments of the Falcon 7X aircraft, which is registered in the US and used for private/corporate transport. Since the Falcon 7X has intercontinental range, and is operated in many countries around the world, we request that the exemption allow for operation outside of the US as well.  In support of this request, Enflite is proposing alternative design requirements to provide an equivalent level of safety appropriate to the operation of such aircraft equipped with doors in cabin partitions.
Additionally, Enflite kindly requests relief from the standard public comment period, considering that a public comment period was applied for the Bombardier BD700-1A10, with no comments received. Enflite respectfully requests that this exemption be promulgated prior to February 31, 2009, which will enable Enflite to meet customer commitments related to aircraft delivery.
The Falcon 7X has a common Type Certificate, No. A59NM.
The Falcon 7X is designed to meet the requirements of 14 CFR 25, Airworthiness Standards: Transport Category Airplanes. These rules were primarily written to cover Transport Category airplanes that are used for the carriage of fare-paying passengers from the general public utilizing aircraft with seating configurations with capacities up to 500 passengers. The Falcon 7X, however, is Type Certified for a maximum of 19 passengers, and is outfitted exclusively for private/corporate use. The differences between the commercial Transport Category aircraft used in airline operation and those specifically used for corporate operations, whether private, or non-scheduled commercial, are not segregated in 14 CFR 25. Enflite contends that airplanes specifically designed for corporate service, whether private or charter, should be eligible by exemption for certain cabin features and facilities which do not comply with the full requirements of 14 CFR 25, provided an equivalent level of safety is provided, and can be demonstrated. Enflite believes that the corporate fleet utilizing aircraft certified as Transport Category aircraft world wide has now grown to a point where certification agencies should consider new or revised rules designed specifically for aircraft involved in these types of operations.
Aircraft specifically designed and outfitted for private/corporate operation generally carry passengers who are very familiar with the specific aircraft on which they travel. Also, unlike an air carrier crew, the crew of a corporate aircraft has day-to-day contact with their private/corporate passengers, thus simplifying and reinforcing communication about safety procedures and concerns. Add to this the fact that these aircraft are generally operated continuously by a limited number of crewmembers who are intimately familiar with the specific aircraft involved, further enhancing the safety environment. It follows then, that these factors provide a level of safety which is not easily achieved in air carrier aircraft. Because of this, it is Enflite’s contention that air carriers require a more complete set of regulatory safety features in order to achieve the same result. As outlined in this Petition, Enflite has incorporated mechanical features in our cabin door design that will enhance the safety of the Falcon 7X aircraft equipped with a partition and door dividing the passenger seating area.
II.
DESCRIPTION OF THE AIRCRAFT, PARTITION AND DOOR
1. The cabin of the Falcon 7X is approximately 7 feet wide. At this narrow width, a side corridor is impractical; therefore, it is necessary to divide the cabin full width laterally to produce a private area. The doors to be installed would be sliding pocket doors that retract into the partition on one side of the aircraft. Attachment 1 of this Petition contains an engineering drawing of a typical Falcon 7X interior layout with one possible partition position. The doors will require a retracting footer because with a cabin head‑room of 6 ft, the door must slide downward tangential to the fuselage contour. The door would be frangible to enable it to be broken open by a 5th percentile female in an emergency, in addition to having blow-out capability for decompression. Since it is possible for a partition and door to be installed such that passengers could be seated forward or aft of the door, the door is designed to be frangible in either direction, allowing for access to emergency exits in front of, or behind, the partition and door. An engineering concept drawing depicting the partition and door is presented in Attachment 2 of this Petition.

2. The partitioning of the passenger seating area with a door installed would allow one section of the passenger seating area to be used as a private office or bedroom during long duration flights. The proposed door would have a placard requiring it to be open for take-off and landing. 

3. The doors would be equipped with dual means of locking the door in the open position, such that the probability of unlocking due to distortion of the fuselage in an emergency landing would be remote. Either locking feature of the dual locking means alone will be capable of supporting the inertia loads specified in 14 CFR §25.561.

4. The doors will be equipped with a means to signal the flight crew when the door is stowed or not stowed via a remote indicator.
5. The emergency exit sign requirements will be addressed separately to ensure that the level of passenger guidance required to find an exit will be provided. This will be customized on each aircraft since there are often differences between the individual aircraft interior arrangements.

6. The Passenger Information Card will contain a section describing the action of the door, the emergency features it includes, and instructions for latching the door open for take-off and landing.

III.
REASONS WHY GRANTING THE EXEMPTION WILL NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT SAFETY

The effect of the safety features described above will be to ensure that there is always a clear path through any partition to an emergency exit. However, even if some extreme condition should result in a door being closed or partially closed after an accident, there are still simple, failsafe means to get through the door and reach an exit. The frangibility feature will be tested using a 5th percentile female, with the resulting aperture demonstrated to be large enough to allow for a 95th percentile male to pass through.

Because the basic issues concerning a passenger finding and reaching an exit in an emergency are addressed by the above features, as well as the previously described safety parameters inherent in corporate operation, it is our position that the exemption as requested would provide a level of safety for the passengers in a Falcon 7X, which is equal to that required for commercial carrier aircraft.

IV.
PUBLIC INTEREST
As previously noted, Enflite firmly believes that the design of the Falcon 7X pocket door with its dual latching sliding door and cabin partition, meets or exceeds the level of safety required by 14 CFR §25.813(e) in that it permits absolute access to all of the aircraft’s normal and emergency exits by all passengers. It is Enflite’s opinion and belief that the restriction contained in 14 CFR §25.813(e) was primarily aimed at the large commercial transport category aircraft used in Part 121 operations. Unlike those larger aircraft, all Falcon 7X passengers are only steps away from the nearest emergency exit, thus permitting ready access to those emergency exits, should the need for emergency evacuation arise.

Also, it is Enflite’s firm belief that the installation of the dual latching sliding door and cabin partition is in the public’s best interest. It will permit the conduct of important business meetings, which because of their sensitivity, require an atmosphere of complete privacy. It is a well established fact that an enormous amount of commercial activity occurs on board the United States general aviation fleet. Such commercial activity, including private business meetings where important commercial decisions are made, are vital to maintaining the competitiveness and overall strength of the U.S. economy. For these reasons, we believe the exemption requested is clearly warranted. In addition, sick or infirmed passengers can be more comfortably transported with the divided cabin configuration.

V.
MEETING COMPETITION
Enflite has previously received a similar exemption, No. 9676, for Bombardier models BD-700-1A10, BD-700-1A11 and all CL-600 variants (Regulatory Docket No. FAA-2007-28817, see Attachment 3).
The Falcon 7X aircraft with the Enflite pocket door installation is a direct competitor with Bombardier’s BD-700 and CL-600 models. Denial of Enflite’s Petition For Exemption to 14 CFR §25.813(e) as set forth in this petition, would place Enflite and its customer Dassault Falcon Jet at a distinct disadvantage in the competitive general aviation marketplace for executive aircraft sales. Such a turn of events would not only be unfair but would have a detrimental effect on the welfare of our Texas and Washington workforce, (almost 330 strong) as well as the welfare of our customer Dassault Falcon Jet (almost 2000 strong) in Little Rock, Arkansas and Teterboro, New Jersey, as well as the hundreds of vendors across the country who supply parts and labor in connection with the sales of our products and Falcon Jet’s products.
VI.
SUMMARY FOR PUBLICATION
Petition for exemption from 14 CFR §25.813(e) with respect to Falcon 7X aircraft operated in accordance with 14 CFR Parts 91 and 125 to allow Petitioner to install dual-latching sliding doors that can be stowed in a cabin partition during takeoffs, landings and emergency conditions. When latched open, the doors permit totally free access to the cabin aisle and emergency exits.

Please contact the undersigned if you have any technical questions or non-technical questions regarding this Petition or the design of the sliding door in question.

Respectfully yours,
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Ken Arnold
QA Manager
Enflite, Inc.

Phone:
(512) 868-3399

Fax:
(512) 868-3320

e-mail:
karnold@enflite.com
ATTACHMENTS:

Attachment 1

Typical floor plan of Falcon 7X
Attachment 2

Engineering Concept Drawing – Enflite Pocket Door
Attachment 3

Previous exemption granted to Enflite, Inc. for Bombardier models
ATTACHMENT 1

TYPICAL FLOOR PLAN FOR

FALCON 7X
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ATTACHMENT 2
CONCEPT DRAWING – ENFLITE POCKET DOOR
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ATTACHMENT 3

PREVIOUS EXEMPTION GRANTED TO Enflite, Inc.
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[image: image2.png]Enflite roquests relief from the standard public comment period because a public comment
period was applied for the same exemption for anather Bombardier BD700-1A10 airplane, with
70 comments roceived.

‘The BD-700-1A10, BD-700-1A11, and all variaats of CL-600, when configured for
privatelcorporate operations have the sam passenger cabi size and layout and the same type of
inteior. The BD-700-1AL is a derivative of the BD-700-LAL0, and both arc on Type.
Certificate No. TO00U3-NY. Al o the CL-600 varianis have a common Type Certificate, No.
A2IEA.

“The petitioner states that the irworthiness standards for transport category airplancs were
primarily witten for srplanes with seating capacities of up to 500, used to carry farc-peying
‘passengers. The BD-700-1A10 and BD-700-1A11, howeves, are type certified for a maximum of
19 passengers, and outfited exclusively fo private/corporate use. While some CL-00 variants
are type certified for up to 90 passangrs, this exempion peition requests a specifc imitation of
this exemption 1o sirplanes cerificd fo 19 passengrs or less. Enflte contends that irplanes.
specifically designed for corporate srvice, whether private or charter, should be eligible by
xemption for certain cabin features and facliies which do not comply with the full
requitements of 14 CER part 25, provided an eguivalentTevel of safty s provided and can be
demonsiated.

The pettioner says that aircraft specificaly designed and outtited for private/corporate aperation
generallycarry passengrs who are very familiar with the specific aircraft on which they fravel.
The crew of & corporate sitcraft has day t day contact with their privatc/corporte passengers,
thus simplifying and reinforcing communication about safety procedures and concems. These
aircrat are generaly operated contingously by a limited number of rewmembers who are
intimately familiar with the sposific sircruftinvolved, further enhiancing the safety environment.
“The peitioner believes that these ficors provide a level of safty not asily achieved in air
carriers. Thus, Enflite contends, ai cariers require a more complete set of regulatory saety
features im order to achieve the same result. Ealfite has incorporated mechanical feature in s
cabin door design which will enhance the safty of the BD-700-1A10, BD-700-1ALL, and el
Variants of CL-600 sircrat equipped with a partiton and door dividing the passenger seating

Description of the aircraft, partition, and door

1. The cabin of the shove-referenced siplanes is spproximately 8 fest wid, A side
corridor is impractical 30, o prodce & private ares, it J necessary to divide the cabin full
width lteraly. Installed doors would be sliding pockt doors which retract in(o the
partition on one side of the airplane. “The doors willrequir a etzactng foute because,
with 2 cabin head-oom of 6 107 , the door must slide downward tangental to the
Fusclage contour. The door would bo rengible, capable of being broken open by a ™
percentile female in an emergency. It would have blow-out capabilty for decompression.
‘Sinee a parition and door could b installed 50 that passengers could be scated forward oF




[image: image3.png]aft oft the door is designed to be frangible neithr direction, allowing access to
emergency exits in front ofor behind the pariton and door.

2. Partitoning the seating area with & door installed would allow ane section of
‘passenger sealing area to be used a5 a pivate office or bedroom during long lights.
“Propose door(s) would have a plscard requiring they be open for take-off nd landing.

3. Door(s) would have two weys of being locked in the open position. The probsbility of
unlocking because of distortion of the fuselage in an emergency landing would be remote,
Either locking means alone will be capable of supporting th inertia loads specifed in 14
CFR25.561.

4. An amber light will e installed in the cockpit 10 alet the crew when the doors aro ot
open. The lighted snnunciator will be controlled by the cockpit *No Smoking” switch
and will be on whenever the "No Smoking” signs ae on and a door is closed. In this
condifion, the annunciator will remain lluminated unt the doors are all secured in the
open position,at which ime t wil exingaish.

5. The emergency exit sign requirements il be addressed separately 1o cnsure that the
Ievel of pussenger guidance required to find an exit il be provided. Because there are
often diffeences between the individual airplanes’ inerior arangements,this will be
customized on each sircraf.

6. The passenger information card will conain a section describing the action of the
door,the emergency feaures it includes, and intructions or latching the door open for
take offand landing.

‘The pesitoner blieves that the safety fatures described above will ensure that there s always a
Clear path through any parttin to an emergency exit If some extreme condition should resltin
a door being closed or partaly closed after an accident, there are simple, failsafe means fo get
hrough the door and reach an exit. The frangibility feature will be ested using 2 5* percenile
ferual. The resuling aperture will be demonstrated to be large enough 1o allow a 95 percentile
male to pass throsgh.

“The petitiner believes thatthe sbove feanures ddress the basic issues involve in 2 passcnger
finding and reaching an ext in an emergency. The paitioner has also presented additional safety
‘parameters inherent i corporate aperation, and mainiains thst the exermpion s requested would
provide a level of safsty or passengers in 2 BD-700-1AL0, BD-700-1A11, and all veriants of
‘CL600 thatis equal to that required for commercial carir sircraft

Publicinterest
Enfltc believes that the design of the BD-700-1A10, BD-700-1A11, and CL-600 pocket doar,

Wit its combination dual laichable licing door and cabin partitio, mets or exceeds the ovel of
safety required by 14 CFR 25 813() because t permits absolute access by all passengers 0 ll of




[image: image4.png]the airerafts normal and emergency exis. Enflite belicves tha the restictions of § 25.813()
were primarily simed atlarge commercis) ransport category aircrat sed in part 121 operations.
‘Enflite says that, unlike passengers n those lager aireraf, all BD-700-1A10, BD-700-1A 1, and
(CL-600 passengers are only steps away from the nearest emergency exit.

Enfltc believes thatinsallation of the combination dusl latchable sliding door end cabin.
partition s in the publics best interst because it will permit the conduct of important business
‘mectings which, because of their sensitivity, requie privacy. The petitioner comtends that an
enormous amount of commercial activity occurs on board the US general aviation flect and that
such commercial activity, including private business reetings where important commercial
ecisions are made, is vitl to maintaining the competitveness and overall strength of the US
cconomy. Sick or infirm passengers can be more comfortably ransported with the divided cabin
configuration 25 well

Enflte previously received Exeraption 722 for the Falcon 900/900EX, docket FAA 2006-
24000 The BD-700-1A10, BD-700-1A11, and CL-600 aiplanes with the Enflte pocke door
‘nstllaion are direct competitors with Dessault Falcon's 900/900FX. Enflite states that derial of
this petition would put Eaflite and is customer Midcoast Aviation at & disedvantage n the
‘competitive geners aviation marketplace for executive sireraft sale. This would not only be-
unfair but would bave a detrimental effect on the welfar of Enflie’s Georgetown, Texas and.
‘Woodland, Washington workforce (slmast 150 strong) as well s on the welfare of s customer
‘Mideoast Aviation (simost 500 strong) n St Louis, MO, and on hundseds of vendors across the
country who supply pars end labor in connection with the salcs of Enflite and Midcoast Aviation
products.

‘Public Comment

No summary of this petition was published in the Federal Register. The nature o this exemption
i efectively dentical to those o previous peitions for which there were 10 public comments
roceived.

‘The FAA’s analysis/summary is as folows:

‘The FAA considers the peitioners proposal o be in the public interest for the
same reasons as those previously statd by the pettioner.

‘As more and more ransporteategory airplanes have been configured (or Te-
configured) for “private, not-fr-hire, not for common carriage” use, the FAA has
Eiven considerable ttntion to the issuc of ppropriat regulation of such
airplanes. Some of the current regulations govesning design certificaion of
Sransport category airplanes are not compatible with operators” desire to use these.
airplanes fo private use, ool for-hite, not or common camiage operations. As a
result we have received a number of petitions fo exemption from certain
rogulations. We have granted such exemptions when we find tht to do so i in
the pubic interest nd docs not adversely affect th level ofsafcty provided by




[image: image5.png]the regulations. We recently published a notice ofproposed rulemaking, Notice
No. 07-13, "Special Requirementsfor Private Use Transport Category Airplancs”
(72 FR 38732, July 13, 2007), which,if ssued, will obvite the need for case-by-
case review of individual peditons for exempion.

Interior Doors

“The placement ofnerior doors is clearly quite significant to the owner/operstor
of theprivate or corporate use sirplane. Operators consider availability of private
‘meeting rooms and bedsooms to be essenfial. Therefors, lexibility o partition
the airplane into individual rooms o compartments, such as privale mecting
rooms or bedrooms, is paramount to an aceeptable interior. The FAA
acknowledges the desiabilty of thes features fom the operator’s point of view:

‘When the regulations pertaining to fateror doors wer adopted, they did not
necessarly consider “rooms.” They considered two possible ypes of nterior
doors in a passenger compartment —an inteior door betwoen passenger
compertments, and one between the exit sndthe pessenger compartment.

Uniil recently, only th first type of door was prohibited by § 25.813(¢). Butnow
part 25, s amended by Amendmeat 25-116, prohibits inteior doors between the
it and the passenger compartment. In addition, Amendment 121-306 prohibits
these doors in airplanes opecated under 14 CFR part 121 that were manufactured
aftr Noveber 27, 2006, Amendments 25-116 and 121-306, ttled
“Miscellaneous Cabin Safety Changes,” were publisbed in the Federal Regisier
on October 27, 2004,

Itis beyond the scope of this exemption to permit operation in part 135. Any
intefor door insalled would be required o be deactivated (requiring tools and =
‘maintename action i order to eactivat ) in ordet for it fo be considered for
operation n past 135 service

‘For aiplanes configured for “privat, not-fo-hire” us, thre are four different
categories of doors i the passenger cabins. For all four o these categories, the
‘compartment may be occupied during takeofT and landing.

Category 1 is a door in a compartment that i lessthan th full width of the
sirplane. There il be ansisle on the outside of the compartmen. Only the
occupants of the compartment must use the door to reach an exit

Category 2 & door in  compartment and i the saume as Category 1 except
Ghere i a single emergency exit or pair of emergency exits within the
compartmen.




[image: image6.png]Category 3 s 3 door o doorsn & compartment that s the fll width of the
inplanc, There are passengers sated on bo 5o of the doo(s) and tho msin
aisleIeads out of o passes Lrough the compariment. This compariment docs ot
have any emergency exis.

Category 4 is & door in  compartment that isthe full width of the sirplenc.
‘Passengers e seatod on both sides of the door, and there s an exit in the

compartmen.

‘Aler considerable deiberation, the FAA bas concluded that, n regard fo the
installation of interior doors between passenger compartments, not all nterior
doors are equivalent, We have determined tha the folowing requirements will
produce an adequate level ofsafey for zirplanes operated in “private se.”

1. To maximize the level of eafty, doors in Categories 2,3, or 4 installed
across the main cabin aisle must open and close in & transverse direction. The
direction of motion of the door mustbe at & right angle 10 the longinudinal axis of
the sirplans. This wil tend to minimize the chance that the inetia forces of an
accident could force the door coscd. A “packet door” is one example of such &
design

2. Redundant means are necessary to latch doors open for takeof and landing,
‘Bach latching means must be capble of rtaining the door in the takeoff and.
anding position under the inertia force of § 25.561,

3. Bach inerior door mustbe frangible in case it becomes jammed inthe closed
‘position in fight or during taxi akeo, o landing. Frangibiliy is meant to
ensure tht, i€ dooris jammed closed, occupants can till escape in cither
dircction and emergency cquipment can be moved. Frangiblity may be
demonsirated in ether of the following weys.

» A 5" percentile female can break through the door, creating a large
cnough opering that a 95 percentile (or larger) male can pass through.
(See Advisory Circular 25-17, “Transport Airplane Cabin Interiors.
CrashwortinessHandbook.” paragaph £36(2)

« At percensle fervalecan break s hingo on e door, or  hinge an 8
“emaller door within the door, 0 that th door can swing enough fo allow
295th (or larger) percenilo mae to pass through th opening ih the
door swung open. Thi cvaluaion st be made with any cabin
Ranishing orcquipment that could limittheswing ar of the door
{nstalicd and the placed i the most adverse posion. In sing this
aporouch, one mustconsider th possibilitythatth door i physically
Jammed inth closed positon by distorion of the uselage orfumishings.




[image: image7.png]“This possivility mus be considered even if the door normally translates
into the open and closed positons.

4. Doors that fall into Category 1 must be in the open position curing taxi,
takeoff, and landing only when the compartment i occupied.

5. Doors that fal into Categorics 2,3, or 4 must be i the opea position during,
taxi, tkeoff, and landing, regardless of occupncy.

6. Because of the possibility that a door could remin closed when it should not
b, the FAA has cetermincd that a highes level of awareness s required 0
address this issue. Because of the relative complexity o the cahin interior, we
have determined tha inspection by flight attendantspriorto takeoff and landing
i not suffcient to verisy thatinteior doors arein the proper positin. Some type
of remote indication is considered necessary. The petitioner's proposal to
provide remote indication to the flightcrew is considered adequate.

‘The Grant of Exemption

In consideraton o the foregoing,  ind that a grant of exemption isin the publc interest.
Therefors, pursuant to the suthoriy contained in 49 U.S.C. 0113 and 44701, delegated to me by
the Administrator, Enfit, Inc, is hereby granted an exemption from 14 CFR 25 813(e),
Amendment 25-46. The pefition is granted 1o the extent necessary to allow Enflte, Inc.,to
instll an executive interior on “private, not-for-hir, not for common carriage” Bormbardier
‘Models BD-700-1A10, BD-T00-1A11, and sl varints of the Model CL-600 siplanecs.
‘Accordingly, this exemption allows installation of nterior doors between passenger
‘competments. This exemmption i subject o the following provisions. Provisions 1 throgh 5
‘must be documented a5 operating kmitations n the limitations scction of the Airplane Flight
Manual.

1. The sizplane is ot aperated for hire or offered for common carriage. This provision
does not preclude the operuor from receiving Feruneation to the extent consistent
with 14 CFR part 125 and part 91, subpart , s spplicable.

2. Each door between passenger compartments must be frangibl in both directions.
3. Doors that fullinto Category 1 must be in the open position during taxi, ukeoff, and

landing only when the compartment i ccupicd of when passengers must pass hrough
the compariment o reach an emergency cxit.




[image: image8.png]4, Doors that full into Categaories 2,3, or 4 must be in the open position during taxi,
takeof?, and landing, egardicss of occupancy.

. Appropriate procedures and means must be established to signal the flightcrew when
any door between passenger comparuments i closed nd o prohibit takeofFor landing.
when a door betwee passenge compartments is not i the proper position.

6. Doors between passenger compartments must have dual means o retain them i the
‘open position, cach of which means must be capable of withstanding the inerta loads
specified in § 5.561.

7. Doors in Categories 2,3, or 4 that aroinstalled ecross a longitudinal asle must
transate laterally o open and close.

8. Any interior door installed must be deacfivated so tht it would requirs tools and a
‘maintenance action in orde o seactivat it fn orde forit o be considered for
operation in part 135 service.

Tssued in Renton Washington, on

W APR 04 2008
Jordl

‘Manger, Transport Airplane Directorate
Autcraf Certiication Service




Over-wing Emergency Exit








Typical Pocket Door Installation
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105 Cooperative Way
Georgelown, Texes 78626,

Telephone (512) 8683399

Fax (512) 8683320

E-Mail Addres: solutions@enfie.com
‘wwwienflite.com
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