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2345 Crystal City, Arlington, VA 22227  (703) 872-5230 Fax (703) 872-5252

January 30, 2006

Docket Management System

U.S. Department of Transportation

Room Plaza 401

400 Seventh Street SW

Washington, DC  20590-0001

Re:
Comments of US Airways Group, Inc. on the Department of Transportation’s Proposed Rule on Medical Oxygen and Portable Respiration Assistive Devices 

(Docket OST-2005-22298)

Dear Sir or Madam:


US Airways Group, Inc. (“US Airways”)  submits these comments in response to the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking issued by the Department of Transportation (“Department”) inviting interested parties to submit comments on proposed revisions to 14 C.F.R. Part 382 that would require greater accommodations in air travel for persons with respiratory disabilities.  See 70 Fed. Reg. 53108-53117 (2005).  

US Airways contributed to and wholly supports the comments of the Air Transport Association filed today in this docket.  In addition, US Airways files these individual comments to further amplify the significant burden on US Airways that would result from the Department’s proposal to require airlines to provide a free-of-charge medical oxygen service.  None of the US Airways Group carriers transports hazardous materials.  As a result, starting a medical oxygen program would require US Airways to pay for infrastructure development, staff training, and product deployment, as well as the day-to-day costs of providing the service itself.  

Such a burden is unnecessary in light of other steps US Airways has taken in order to accommodate passengers with respiratory issues.  In November 2005, US Airways became one of the first airlines to offer passengers with respiratory disabilities the opportunity to use FAA-approved portable oxygen concentrator (“POCs”) on board our mainline aircraft, in keeping with SFAR 106.  By providing this accommodation, US Airways makes air transportation fully accessible to customers with respiratory disabilities, without adding undue burden and cost to our low-cost business model.  The Department’s proposed rule to require free-of-charge medical oxygen does not consider or provide exception for whether a carrier currently allows POCs on board.


The Department should reconsider its proposed rule on this issue in light of the burden it would impose on carriers like US Airways that do not transport hazardous materials.  As noted above, US Airways offers an alternative method of accommodating those passengers that require in-flight oxygen. 


Again, US Airways appreciates the opportunity to comment on this issue.







Respectfully Submitted,

   /s/ Maren Matal

 

Howard Kass

Managing Director and 

   Associate General Counsel

Maren Matal

Senior Counsel

US Airways Group, Inc.

2345 Crystal Drive

Arlington, VA 22227

(703) 872-5230

howard_kass@usairways.com
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