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Ameriflight, Inc., submits the following comments applicable to the proposed rewrite of 
14CFR13 5 and associated regulations. Specific regulatory references are cited where applicable. 
In some cases, there is no specific regulation to cite; comments are marked “no Reg Ref” 

1. REGULATION BY HANDBOOK BULLETIN [no Reg Refl 
Numerous FAA directives (Handbook Bulletins, FAA Inspectors’ Handbooks, Minimum 
Equipment Lists, Advisory Circulars, etc.), impose restrictions far more stringent than the 
regulations themselves. Examples include MELs that prohibit daytime VFR flights in FAR 135 
single engine airplanes with inoperative gyro horizons, requirements for various features to be 
included in operators’ manuals that aren’t supported by the regulations, etc. The chief complaints 
about these increasingly-common documents are: 

analysis and publication for public comment before adoption. 

offices, and partially or completely ignored by others. 

operators in various districts and regions, in many cases resulting in discriminatory effects upon 
operators’ ability to compete. 

(a) They are not subject to the normal rulemaking process - including economic impact 

(b) Specific directives are addressed and enforced like regulations by some local FAA 

(c) These practices result in significantly different requirements being imposed upon 

The Aviation Rulemaking Committee needs to poll its menibership for examples of 
these directives, compile a list of them, and reconmend to the FAA fhaf they 
either incorporate them into proposed rules - so they can either be validated 
through the normal rulemaking process or rejected by it - or eliminate them as 
insufficiently important to warrant rulemaking. 

2. OPERATIONS SPECIFICATIONS [119.7, 119.49, 135.23(c)] 
The FAA’s Automated Ops Specs (IOPSS, etc.) have grown increasingly voluminous and 
redundant, to the point that even the issuing FAA offices may not be familiar with what is in the 
OpsSpecs they send to operators in their district. One example is completely duplicated (often 
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