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Dear 1'-11' Calleja CrespoJ

Thank your for your lettm dated .5 June 2009 (Ref: THEN F3 ," OK/v)) 02009) 55771)
concernin9 the abOVe mentioned subject,

The Agreement between EC and the US signed on 30 June 2009 is based on mutual trLlst
of each atherJs system,fhereforeJ the legislative proposal affectin9 the US FAA
R.eaut.horLsatlon Act that would reqldre the US FAA to inspect twice yearly all 325 foreign
repair stotIops located in thi.~Cornmunity serv!ng American mirlines particularly contravene
the confidence buUt In the regulatory oversight tarrled (Jut by beth parties ..

As a result, I do have the same opinion that measures should be put In place t.o make
sure, that th~ European slde will act In a reciprOCal mannerJ if the above mentioned act Is
finally adopted" Therefore, the Agency consIders that the following measures can be put in
place;

E,ASA to carry out oversight of ~n 1233 US repair station approvals of stations kX:3ted in
ti1€ US that have been granted an EASt'\. 145 mnd arE' currently sLirveil!ed by the F.AA.

For this pwrposes,al1 invitation to tender [$ currently under preparation and wlll be
launched shortlY to establish a service contract to conduct a study aimIng at definlng the
most efficIent way for oversight of US repiitir station applying for, or having, an EAS/\
approval, The study should, In particular, consider the estabPshment of ioca! EASA offices
in the US, .

The requested sf!.rvice C/.mtract (see enClosed draft) wil! irK~ude:

{I) Identification of US Maintenance Organ!saUons having an EASA approval,
and their JOcetlan In the US,

(2) IdenUi'1caUon and evaluation of pOSSible solutions fer ensuring dirtlct
approvc~ arid ovef~"'lght of US Maintenance OrganiS,:::ltions (inCluding two
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inspections per Y0Qr or the approved faciHties), such as direct o\f(~rs19ht
from E:ASA Headquarters and estMilshment of Jocaf offices,

(J) As part of the evaluation, the study should estirnate, ror each solution (as
relevant) the staff needed for thE good condwd or operot\ons and their fever
of expertise,

(4-) Concerning the possible t;st.,t1!ishment of local offices .. the study shan
Identify the number of loca! offices needed fer efficii3fltfynpprove and
oversee US Maintenance Organlsatbns, and rnore generallYI the costs
aS$odated to the establlshment of such Qfflces.

(5) In addition, the study wiH have to consIder the legal aspects linked to any
solution such as the Impact of the associated costs on the current fees and
charges regulation, the need for amending regufatOlY texts as welt as other
gfmeral legal issues such as JS emigration rules in the case of
estabHshment of local offices,

!\-1cn:over; as a preliminary outcome to the above mentioned contract, mv services have
tndentified the following options in case that EASA cades out direct approval and
oversight of all 1233 repair sti-:!tion loC:it<:~d in the US,

Option 1: Ail surveyors are based in Europe, the surveHlcnce activities wiH be organized
from Euwpe, This option could serVe as the initia! option before al! open legal questions
with regard to a deployment in the US are deait with

Option .2: All surveyors are based In the US including managers and support staff, This
option courd be activated if aU legal prereqUisites for a deploYrYl€rt in the US have been
met,

In the attachrnent to this letter you can find the manpower reqlJlrem~ots ror the above
mentioned options.

Financi.al aspects:

For the. time being EASA is raiSing fees in accordance to Cornrnisskm RegUlatIon (PC) No
59.3/2007, Part III, No 1.; "Acceptance of approvals equivalent to ....Part 145" and "Part
147" approvals in accordance with applicable bHateraf agreements"f that means 1500 cUR
for tfl11nltlalapprcval and 750 EUR.for renewaLs or existing approvals,

It f'rlust be darlfied when the status of these approvals wlH or should change r1"O,n a
"BJlateral" status to a "full" {\1aintenance Organisation Approval ULW Part J ." table 9 of
the aforesaid Regulation,

To prepare for this change there shou!d be an additional l!Jterrnedi~?te lnei!J$Vie The
purpoSe of the intermediate measure is to inform the US Industry as soon as pos,Sible of
an envisaged change in applying the fees and Charges Regulation.

By letter to £II! 1233 EASA f\1aintenan<;:t:: Organlsations In the US, EASA wm request
Information on the number of employees of the affected repair station and on the
ti::chnJcaf rating the affected r.1alntenance Organisation wil! have to be applied for if their
status changes from "Bilateral acteptedapprova!" to a fun EASA Part 1.45 approvaL This
letter wovk:l serve the purpose ofinrorming all mainb:::ncH1ce()fganizations on Hw negative
impact of the envisaged change, and this will trigger most probably some reactions in the
rer)~'r· <\t""t'lOrs "'nm"nl,p"h'.·it •....~.:.•.•,'~""',,"~~.....:.•....},:l~,"oJ; ~c~.t',



Based on the replies EASA ',I'll!! be ina position to evaluate:

The Income \t{hlch could be expected on the basis of the rating applied for and the
number of employees and
The total number of repair statlcns which 'INW be interested in keeping their
approval after the envisaged status changes ..

Letter to US industry: July 2009

Launch study; July 2009

End study: September 2009

Choice of option following tme study: October ;2009

Deployment: Novernber 2009 to June 2010

Thb includes dd1nition of transition rneasures, recruitment and deployment of staff and
the tended.nf) process of the activjt(es/ as necessary.

Start of fun irnplementation of oversight; July :2010

This does not take into account the fuftrleractk)ns, as described in the EASA Briefing Note
on the Consequences of the absence of ratification of th.e Agreement between the US and
the EC on co-operation In the regulation of civil aviation s,1fety, that would be deemed
necessary by the Commission, SlJch as, actions resulting from a change to the Annex :2 to
this Agreement and the oversight that wilt be made necessary when R.$guiatfon (Ee) No
216/2008 fuill' enters into force,

~Vewould appreclate if the Comrnh;sionvvould agree to these measures"

Yours sincerely,


