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Question for written answer E-000645/2014 

to the Commission 
Rule 117 

Hans-Peter Mayer (PPE) 

Subject: DOA approval by the EASA 

The maintenance of aircraft safety belts (components) in Europe must (since September 2003) be 
performed in accordance with Regulation (EU) No. 748/2012 Section - Repairs. Additionally, in 
accordance with Regulation (EC) No. 2042/2003, a maintenance operation is required. In accordance 
with Regulation (EC) No. 2042/2003 Part-145.A.45, for the maintenance of aircraft safety belts the 
officially certified maintenance data are required from the type certificate holders. However, the type 
certificate holders often refuse to release the maintenance data. 

If no such maintenance data are available, because the belts are ETSO articles in accordance with 
Regulation (EU) No. 748/2012, Article 6, a Design Organisation Approval (DOA) is required in 
accordance with Regulation (EU) No. 748/2012 Section - Repairs. The EASA grants such an approval 
in accordance with Regulation (EC) No. 593/2007. Even for an organisation with only 4 employees, 
such a DOA approval would cost approx. EUR 100,000, and the procedure before such an approval 
was obtained would last approx. 1 year to 18 months. 

1. Who determined these rates? What is the justification for requiring such a high amount for an 
approval? 

2. Does the Commission consider it proportionate that a safety belt would accordingly cost up to 
EUR 4000? 

3. From where does the necessity for such a DOA arise, if in reality maintenance with a DOA is 
performed in exactly the same way as without a DOA?  

4. If FAA-approved maintenance data of an American organisation that is not the type certificate 
holder are used, referred to as independent developments, a DOA organisation is also required. 
An American organisation that is not the type certificate holder can obtain an FAA approval for its 
independent development and then obtain an EASA recognition via the bilateral agreement. This 
company can then issue a ʻdual releaseʼ. With this ʻdual releaseʼ, the safety belts maintained in 
this way in the United States can be installed in aircraft in Europe. This company does not require 
a DOA, but can maintain all safety belts for Europe according to the model, even those that 
require a DOA approval for the European organisations. How is this justified, particularly 
considering the enormous costs that arise unilaterally for European organisations? 

5. Is the Commission aware that in this case European companies are put at a significant 
disadvantage in favour of American companies and even excluded from the market? 


