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US downgrades Indian aviation safety
US regulator cites lack
of oversight; other
countries may follow
suit in domino effect
New Delhi – The US authorities
have downgraded India’s aviation
safety rating, citing a lack of safety
oversight. This means Indian carriers cannot increase the number of
flights to the US, and will face extra
checks for existing ones.
India’s government said it ex-

pected to resolve by next month all
concerns raised by the US Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA), including appointing an adequate
number of flight operation inspectors, and would approach the US
regulator for a review of its decision.
“The FAA has determined that
India at this time is not in compliance with the international standards for aviation safety oversight,”
the regulator told India in a communication, extracts of which were
released by the Indian aviation ministry.

Jet Airways and state-run Air India, the only two carriers that fly
from India to the US, would be hit
by the downgrade. Air India has 21
weekly flights between India and
the US, while Jet Airways has seven.
Hours after the downgrade, United Airlines said it would suspend a
marketing pact with Jet Airways,
with effect from Saturday. FAA
rules bar US carriers from code-sharing arrangements with airlines
from countries that have been
downgraded.
Jet Airways shares closed 3.7 per

cent lower after the news spread
last Friday in a Mumbai market
that ended 0.3 per cent higher.
“It’s very disappointing and also
surprising,” Indian Aviation Minister Ajit Singh told a news briefing
last Friday after the FAA told India
it was downgrading the country to
Category 2 from Category 1. “In
our view, 95 per cent of all the issues raised have been solved,” he
said, adding they would address all
of the FAA’s concerns by March.
India joins countries such as Indonesia, the Philippines and Bangladesh, which have a Category 2 rat-

ing. As of Nov 22 last year, the FAA
kept 81 of the 96 countries reviewed in Category 1.
Mr Amber Dubey, head of aerospace and defence at consultancy
KPMG’s Indian unit, said safety regulators in some other countries
may follow suit after the FAA downgrade, which would then affect carriers like IndiGo and SpiceJet that
have flights to Asian and Middle
Eastern countries. “FAA’s downgrade typically has a domino effect,” he said.
The European Aviation Safety
Agency said last Friday it was close-

ly monitoring operations by
non-European Union airlines but
so far had “no major concerns”
with regard to India.
US State Department spokesman
Marie Harf said the decision had
been a regulatory one based on
standards of the United Nations’ International Civil Aviation Organisation, and had nothing to do with a
dispute that blew up between the
US and India last year, which led to
the effective expulsion of an Indian
diplomat accused of visa fraud and
underpaying her maid.
Reuters

Five Indian car models
flunk independent crash tests
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A Tata Nano car seen during an independent crash test at an undisclosed location in India. The model and four other
entry-level vehicles – the Suzuki-Maruti Alto 800, Ford Figo, Hyundai i10 and Volkswagen Polo – failed the test.

New Delhi – The Tata Nano, billed
as the world’s cheapest car, and several other top-selling small models
from India have failed their first independent crash tests, a global safety group said.
The five entry-level vehicles – including the country’s best-selling
small car, the Suzuki-Maruti Alto
800, as well as the Ford Figo, the Hyundai i10 and the Volkswagen Polo
– scored no stars out of five for protection.
The tests, carried out by the New
Car Assessment Programme
(NCAP), saw the basic models, all
without airbags, driven at 64kmh
into a block simulating a head-on
collision.
The NCAP tested only the basic
models of the cars in question and
it said the Figo and Polo would pro-

vide much better protection if fitted with airbags. But the Nano, the
i10 and the Alto had “inadequate”
structures that meant that even airbags would “not be effective in reducing the risk of serious injury”.
Global NCAP secretary-general
David Ward called them “gratuitously dangerous” and blamed lax
regulations that created an incentive to make cheap but structurally
unsound vehicles.
“The chances of surviving a
crash are extremely low. It’s either
death or very serious injury,” he
said.
NCAP also tested the cars in a
crash simulation according to United Nations standards – at the slightly slower speed of 56kmh – and
none passed.
“It’s worrying to see levels of

safety that are 20 years behind the
five-star standards now common in
Europe and North America,” said
Global NCAP chairman Max Mosley.
Tata said its cars passed “all Indian safety regulations, including the
frontal barrier crash test at
48kmh”, while Maruti Suzuki had
no immediate reaction.
Hyundai said its “vehicles are designed and built to meet all the prescribed safety standards set by Indian regulatory authorities”.
Ford said safety was “one of the
highest priorities in the design of
our vehicles”.
Volkswagen said it had withdrawn its Polo model without airbags and it stressed that the
with-airbags version was certified
as the safest in the segment.
AFP

Easier to get HDB
guide dog licence
Rachel Au-Yong
It is now easier for guide dogs to
live in their owners’ Housing Board
flats, said Minister for National Development Khaw Boon Wan in a
blog post yesterday.
Previously, residents who are visually impaired had to appeal to
HDB for exceptions, then apply to
the Agri-Food and Veterinary Authority (AVA) for a licence.
With the streamlined process,
they need only approach the AVA
for licensing now.
The Sunday Times understands
that this is mostly a formality, with
licences most likely to be granted as
long as the dog does not belong to
certain breeds, like the rottweiler or
japanese akita.
Although there are about 4,000
people who are visually impaired in
Singapore, there are just three
guide dogs here – two of which live
with their owners in HDB flats.
Mr Khaw’s announcement
comes on the heels of Law Minister
K. Shanmugam’s call for clearer
rules on guide dogs last year.
At a dinner organised by the
Guide Dogs Association of the
Blind, Mr Shanmugam had asked
for a “compassionate, proactive inter-agency approach” in addressing

problems faced by the visually impaired.
Mr Khaw referred to two other
agencies under the Ministry of National Development.
The National Parks Board, he
said, is “guide-dog friendly,” while
the Building and Construction Authority released a guide last year for
professionals to design spaces suitable for a guide dog and its owner.
The minister said Singapore is
not as guide-dog friendly as other
cities, which allow them in restaurants, because they are not as common here.
Citing the report of a guide dog
that protected its owner who had
fallen onto a subway track in New
York, Mr Khaw said: “To the visually handicapped, a trained guide
dog is more than a life partner.
Sometimes, it is a lifesaver.”
Psychotherapist and guide dog
owner Cassandra Chiu said it is
“welcoming that government agencies are attempting to do more for
the blind and their guide dogs”.
However, more must be done to
ensure the authenticity of guide
dogs before they are imported and
for the welfare of guide dogs that
are retired from duty, she added.
“Any misbehaviour of a supposed guide dog at HDB estates will
erode the painstakingly gained tolerance at the moment.”
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There are about 4,000 people who are visually impaired in Singapore,
but just three guide dogs here. Two live with their owners in HDB flats.

GETTING A LICENCE
The AVA requires proof that
the dog has been trained by a
school registered with either
The International Guide Dog
Federation or Assistance Dogs
International.
It also requires the
following information before
the dog is imported:

L The owner’s disability and
need to have the dog
accompanying him or her at
all times; and
L Evidence that the dog has
assisted the owner, or has
attended an assistance dog
training school for at least six
months.
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Mounds of coal along the Queensland coastline in 2009. Australia’s Great Barrier Reef watchdog has approved the dumping of millions of cubic metres of
dredged mud near the fragile reef to create the world’s biggest coal port, but environmentalists, scientists and tour operators are fighting the plan.

Australia allows dumping of
dredged mud near Barrier Reef
Melbourne – Australia’s Great Barrier Reef watchdog has approved
the dumping of millions of cubic
metres of dredged mud near the
fragile reef to create the world’s biggest coal port and possibly unlock
US$28 billion (S$36 billion) in
coal projects.
The dumping permit clears the
way for a major expansion of the
port of Abbot Point for India’s Adani Enterprises and GVK-Hancock –
an Indian joint venture with Australian billionaire miner Gina Rinehart – who together have US$16
billion worth of coal projects in
the untapped, inland Galilee Basin.
They have long-term plans to
export 120 million tonnes a year
of coal altogether, creating 20,000
direct and indirect jobs.
Environmentalists, scientists
and tour operators had fought the
plan to dump soil 25km from the
reef, which they fear will harm

delicate corals and seagrasses and
potentially double ship traffic
through the World Heritage marine park.
“It’s a really disappointing decision,” said Dr Selina Ward, a marine biologist at the University of
Queensland, one of 240 international scientists who urged the
Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority (GBRMPA) to refuse the
permit.
Tourism operators on the Great
Barrier Reef yesterday threatened
legal action.
Mr Colin McKenzie, president
of the Association of Marine Park
Tour Operators, the peak industry
lobby group covering tourism in
the World Heritage-listed reef region, accused the GBRMPA of pandering to politicians.
“If they won’t do their job of
preserving the environment out
there then they should have people there that will,” he told Fairfax
radio.

Defending the decision
“It’s important to note
the sea floor of the
approved disposal area
consists of sand, silt
and clay and does not
contain coral reefs or
seagrass beds.”
MR RUSSELL REICHELT, chairman of
the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park
Authority which granted the
controversial approval

“They (the authority) are just
doing what their political masters
want.”
In granting the approval last Friday, GBRMPA, whose board is currently under investigation for its
links to the mining industry, said
that allowing the project to proceed would help contain development to existing ports.
Chairman Russell Reichelt added that the strict environmental

conditions imposed on the project
by the government would help
protect the reef.
Conservationists are not convinced, claiming the dredging will
smother corals and seagrasses and
expose them to poisons and elevated levels of nutrients.
“It’s important to note the sea
floor of the approved disposal area
consists of sand, silt and clay and
does not contain coral reefs or seagrass beds,” Mr Reichelt said.
Unesco is concerned about rampant coastal development proposed in the region, particularly
port, gas and coal operations, with
the body expected to discuss the issue at a meeting in June.
Even with the permit, it is unclear how soon the dredging will
go ahead, as Adani and GVK-Hancock’s projects have been delayed
amid funding challenges in the
face of sliding coal prices and China’s efforts to cut coal use to battle
smog.
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