2 Year IA Renewal

The Aircraft Owner's Dilemma.

With the 2 Year IA Renewal Reg now in place, there is a novel twist to the Aircraft's Owner's position. There will be Aircraft Owners who are familiar with the Reg and understand it, and those who don't.

The Owners who don't know what has happened or don't comprehend the consequences will do "business as usual" and run the risk of dealing with an IA for their AC's Annual who is inadvertently, as a result of not meeting all of the requirements at the end of year one, not legal on the day he signs the AC's Logbooks. The Logbook entry is invalid; the Annual is not complete and the Aircraft is not legal to return to service. The Owner doesn't know it and the IA, very likely, doesn't know it. The Owner may never know that his "paper trail" is not valid. Or, at the end of the second year, when the IA goes through the renewal process, the FAA will ask for "currency verification" for both years and the IA, not being able to produce documentation meeting the requirements of Part 65.93 (a)(1)-(5), will get a quizzical look from the FAA Inspector. That Inspector is then, very likely, to ask: Did you act as an IA at any time during the second year? And, did you do any AC Annuals or sign any AC Logbooks? If the answer to any of the foregoing is "Yes", then the FAA Inspector knows that there are some airplanes out there flying around with invalid documentation. Now, if he chooses, he will get the N-Numbers and Owner's names and start on an enforcement quest. When the Owners get the call or the "Bring your Logbooks and come down to see us" letter, they will not be happy. Now the IA has two problems; the FAA and the AC Owner. Lets assume that the FAA may not be very "disciplinary" during the first cycle or two while everyone is learning the new rules, and everyone may get away with a slap on the wrist. On the other hand, if the AC is involved in an accident, especially one with injuries, that assumption is out the window since the attorneys will then be involved.

The Aircraft Owner who does understand the situation is now in a very uncomfortable position. Although, the following scenario is unlikely in the real world, lets run through it anyway to see where it goes. The Owner asks to see the IA's card and observes that it expires 10 months form now -- that's very good. However, this Owner knows that that is not enough, because they are now in the second year of the 2 year period. So, he asks if the IA met the requirements of Part 65.93 (a)(1)-(5) prior to the past March 31st? Is it enough for the IA to say; "Yes", or does he have to prove it to the Owner just as he would to the FAA if we were still in the one year renewal process? The AC Owner wants more than a "Yes", so he asks for evidence that the IA has met the requirements of Part 65.93 (a)(1)-(5) prior to the past March 31st. Two things are now obvious; the relationship between the Owner and his IA is not getting off on very pleasant terms and the Owner is now playing the roll that the FAA abandoned to save a few hundred thousand dollars --- Interesting ?!?!?

Since the Owner is doing the FAA's work and not being compensated for it; it looks strangely like a new tax to me. The Government shifts the responsibility for verification from the FAA to the Aircraft Owner during the second year.  Is that what they had in mind all along?

