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October 19, 2015 


Gary A. Norek 
Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations Group 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Docket Operations, M-30 
West Building Ground Floor, Room W12-140 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Washington, DC 20590-0001 


Subject: FAA Docket No. FAA-2015-2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15-AEA-5 


Dear Mr. Norek: 


The Wallops Island Regional Alliance (WIRA) respectfully extends its sincere thanks for 
the opportunity to review the proposal for the above subject that was published in The 
Federal Register on September 10, 2015. 


WIRA is an established non-profit group consisting of more than 250 businesses, 
business leaders, and private citizens. 


WIRA fosters and supports the missions of the United States government and related 
organizations situated at Wallops Island, Virginia. Agencies of the United States 
government at Wallops Island include the National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
(NASA), United States Navy (USN), National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA), and United States Coast Guard (USCG). 


Those United States government agencies and related organizations along with their 
respective civilian contractors employ approximately 1,800 personnel at Wallops Island. 


On the Delmarva peninsula, WIRA is the largest single independent support organization, 
and the Wallops Island facilities have the largest single concentration of high tech 
employees. 







WIRA strongly supports the prompt adoption of the above subject proposed rule for 
expanding the restricted airspace at Chincoteague Inlet, Virginia. This restricted airspace 
expansion is needed to safely accommodate existing and future operational requirements 
associated with the United States government agencies at Wallops Island. 
WALLOPS ISLAND REGIONAL ALLIANCE 


Gary A Noreen 
October 19, 2015 
Page2 


Those operational requirements serve an extremely vital role in national security, national 
defense, and national protection of life and property from weather events. 


Expansion of the restricted airspace is not precedent setting and does not adversely affect 
aircraft enroute operations. 


Here's why. 


The proposed restricted areas R-6604D and R-6604E abut, but do not include, the 
existing enroute low altitude airway V-139. If either or both of those two restricted areas 
are in use, then air traffic can continue to flow unimpeded on V-139. 


Similar conditions already exist elsewhere without adversely affecting enroute air traffic 
conditions. 


For example, near the Atlantic coastline in Georgia, the major north-south enroute low 
altitude airway V-37 abuts prohibited area P-50. Prohibited area P-50 overlies the USN 
nuclear submarine base at Kings Bay, Georgia, located just to the north of the town of St. 
Mary's. 


Also, near the Atlantic coastline in Florida, the major north-south enroute low altitude 
airway V-3 passes through restricted area R-2935. Restricted area R-2935, intermittent in 
use, is associated with operations at the NASA Kennedy Space Center. 


The proposed restricted areas at Chincoteague Inlet, Virginia are to be intermittent in use. 
When the restricted areas are not in use, then aircraft can pass through those areas 
without prior permission. NASA Wallops Flight Facility already allows uninterrupted 
aircraft passage through the existing restricted areas R-6604A and R-6604B when either 
or both are not in use. 


No private-use airports exist in the proposed restricted areas R-66040 and R-6604E. 
Should a private-use airport later be established, then typically a coordinated plan for its 







beneficial use is instituted. Such private-use airports exist harmoniously in numerous 
locations within existing restricted areas across the United States. 


Thus, allowing the expansion of the restricted airspace does not adversely affect enroute 
air traffic flow and is beneficial to the safety and operational requirements of the United 
States government facilities at Wallops Island. 
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Thank you. 


Respectfully submitted, 
~. 


\<\tL\PS IS7D REGIONAL ALLIANCE 


\~ 
Pete . Bale 
Chairman 


cc: Mr. William A. Wrobel, Director 
(via e-mail to William.A.Wrobel@nasa.gov) 
Suborbital and Special Orbital Projects Directorate, Code 800 
Goddard Space Flight Center's Wallops Flight Facility 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
Wallops Island, VA 23337-5099 


Caroline R. Massey, Assistant Director 
(via e-mail to Caroline.R.Massey@nasa.gov) 
Management Operations Directorate, Code 200 
Goddard Space Flight Center's Wallops Flight Facility 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
Wallops Island, VA 23337-5099 


Jeremy L. Eggers, Associate Chief 
(via e-mail to Jeremy.L.Eggers@nasa.gov) 







Office of Communications, Code 100 
Goddard Space Flight Center's Wallops Flight Facility 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
Wallops Island, VA 23337-5099 


Steven B. Miner, Ph.D. 
(via e-mail to sminer@co.accomack.va.us) 
Accomack County Administrator 
Post Office Box 388 
Accomac, VA213301-0388 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


10 CFR Part 430 


[Docket Number EERE–2014–BT–STD– 
0048] 


RIN 1904–AD37 


Appliance Standards and Rulemaking 
Federal Advisory Committee: Notice of 
Open Meetings for the Central Air 
Conditioners and Heat Pumps Working 
Group To Negotiate a Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking (NOPR) for 
Energy Conservation Standards 


AGENCY: Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy, U.S. Department of 
Energy. 
ACTION: Notice of public meetings. 


SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of 
Energy (DOE) announces public 
meetings and webinars for the Central 
Air Conditioners and Heat Pumps 
Working Group. The Federal Advisory 
Committee Act requires that agencies 
publish notice of an advisory committee 
meeting in the Federal Register. 
DATES: See SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
section for meeting dates. 
ADDRESSES: The meetings will be held at 
U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal 
Building, Room 8E–089, 1000 
Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585 unless otherwise 
stated. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Tony Bouza, U.S. Department of Energy, 
Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy, Building 
Technologies, EE–5B, 1000 
Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, DC 20585–0121. 
Telephone: (202) 586–4653. Email: 
asrac@ee.doe.gov. 


Mr. Michael Kido, U.S. Department of 
Energy, Office of the General Counsel, 
GC–33, 1000 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, DC 20585–0121. 
Telephone: (202) 586–9496. Email: 
michael.kido@hq.doe.gov 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: DOE will 
host public meetings and webinars on 
the below dates from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. Meetings will be hosted at DOE’s 
Forrestal Building, Room 8E–089, 
unless otherwise stated. 
• September 10, 2015 at AHRI, 2111 


Wilson Blvd. #500, Arlington, VA 
22201 


• September 28–29, 2015; September 29 
will be at 950 L’Enfant Plaza, 8th 
Floor SW., Washington, DC. 


• October 13–14, 2015 
• October 26–27, 2015 
• November 18–19, 2015 
• December 1–2, 2015 


• December 16–17, 2015 
The purpose of the September 10, 


2015 meeting will be to discuss the 
content included in the proposed 10 
CFR part 430, subpart B, App M1 and 
can be viewed here: http://energy.gov/
eere/buildings/downloads/issuance- 
2015-08-21-energy-conservation- 
program-test-procedures-central-a-0. 


Meeting Address 
U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal 


Building, 1000 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, DC 20585, Room 8E– 
089. Individuals will also have the 
opportunity to participate by webinar. 
To register for the webinar and receive 
call-in information, please register 
https://www1.eere.energy.gov/buildings/
appliance_standards/rulemaking.aspx/
ruleid/72. 


Members of the public are welcome to 
observe the business of the meeting and, 
if time allows, may make oral 
statements during the specified period 
for public comment. To attend the 
meeting and/or to make oral statements 
regarding any of the items on the 
agenda, email asrac@ee.doe.gov . In the 
email, please indicate your name, 
organization (if appropriate), 
citizenship, and contact information. 
Please note that foreign nationals 
participating in the public meeting are 
subject to advance security screening 
procedures which require advance 
notice prior to attendance at the public 
meeting. If a foreign national wishes to 
participate in the public meeting, please 
inform DOE as soon as possible by 
contacting Ms. Regina Washington at 
(202) 586–1214 or by email: 
Regina.Washington@ee.doe.gov so that 
the necessary procedures can be 
completed. Anyone attending the 
meeting will be required to present a 
government photo identification, such 
as a passport, driver’s license, or 
government identification. Due to the 
required security screening upon entry, 
individuals attending should arrive 
early to allow for the extra time needed. 


Due to the REAL ID Act implemented 
by the Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS) recent changes have 
been made regarding ID requirements 
for individuals wishing to enter Federal 
buildings from specific states and U.S. 
territories. Driver’s licenses from the 
following states or territory will not be 
accepted for building entry and one of 
the alternate forms of ID listed below 
will be required. 


DHS has determined that regular 
driver’s licenses (and ID cards) from the 
following jurisdictions are not 
acceptable for entry into DOE facilities: 
Alaska, Louisiana, New York, American 
Samoa, Maine, Oklahoma, Arizona, 


Massachusetts, Washington, and 
Minnesota. 


Acceptable alternate forms of Photo- 
ID include: U.S. Passport or Passport 
Card; an Enhanced Driver’s License or 
Enhanced ID-Card issued by the states 
of Minnesota, New York or Washington 
(Enhanced licenses issued by these 
states are clearly marked Enhanced or 
Enhanced Driver’s License); A military 
ID or other Federal government issued 
Photo-ID card. 


Docket: The docket is available for 
review at www.regulations.gov, 
including Federal Register notices, 
public meeting attendee lists and 
transcripts, comments, and other 
supporting documents/materials. All 
documents in the docket are listed in 
the www.regulations.gov index. 
However, not all documents listed in 
the index may be publicly available, 
such as information that is exempt from 
public disclosure. 


Issued in Washington, DC, on September 3, 
2015. 
Kathleen B. Hogan, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Energy 
Efficiency, Energy Efficiency and Renewable 
Energy. 
[FR Doc. 2015–22840 Filed 9–9–15; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6450–01–P 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


14 CFR Part 73 


[Docket No. FAA–2015–2776; Airspace 
Docket No. 15–AEA–5] 


RIN 2120–AA66 


Proposed Amendment and 
Establishment of Restricted Areas; 
Chincoteague Inlet, VA 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 


SUMMARY: This action proposes to 
expand the restricted airspace at 
Chincoteague Inlet, VA, to support the 
National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration’s (NASA) Wallops 
Island Flight Facility requirements. The 
proposed expansion would add 3 new 
restricted areas, designated R–6604C, R– 
6604D, and R–6604E. Additionally, a 
minor change would be made to 2 
points in the boundary of existing area 
R–6604A to match the updated 3 
nautical mile (NM) line from the 
shoreline of the United States (U.S.) as 
provided by the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 
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DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before October 26, 2015. 
ADDRESSES: Send comments on this 
proposal to the U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Docket Operations, M– 
30, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE., West 
Building Ground Floor, Room W12–140, 
Washington, DC 20590–0001; telephone: 
(202) 366–9826. You must identify FAA 
Docket No. FAA–2015–2776 and 
Airspace Docket No. 15–AEA–5, at the 
beginning of your comments. You may 
also submit comments through the 
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov. 
Comments on environmental and land 
use aspects to should be directed to: 
NASA Wallops Flight Facility, Attn: Ms. 
Shari Silbert, Wallops Island, VA 23337; 
telephone: 757–824–2327. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul 
Gallant, Airspace Policy and 
Regulations Group, Office of Airspace 
Services, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267–8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Authority for This Rulemaking 


The FAA’s authority to issue rules 
regarding aviation safety is found in 
Title 49 of the United States Code. 
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the 
authority of the FAA Administrator. 
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs, 
describes in more detail the scope of the 
agency’s authority. This rulemaking is 
promulgated under the authority 
described in Subtitile VII, Part A, 
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that 
section, the FAA is charged with 
prescribing regulations to assign the use 
of the airspace necessary to ensure the 
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of 
airspace. This regulation is within the 
scope of that authority as it would 
establish restricted airspace at Wallops 
Island, VA, to contain activities deemed 
hazardous to nonparticipating aircraft. 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy-related 
aspects of the proposal. 


Communications should identify both 
docket numbers (FAA Docket No. FAA– 
2015–2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15– 
AEA–5) and be submitted in triplicate to 


the Docket Management System (see 
ADDRESSES section for address and 
phone number). You may also submit 
comments through the Internet at 
http://www.regulations.gov. 


Persons wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
on this action must submit with those 
comments a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to FAA 
Docket No. FAA–2015–2776 and 
Airspace Docket No. 15–AEA–5.’’ The 
postcard will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 


All communications received on or 
before the specified closing date for 
comments will be considered before 
taking action on the proposed rule. The 
proposal contained in this action may 
be changed in light of comments 
received. All comments submitted will 
be available for examination in the 
public docket both before and after the 
closing date for comments. A report 
summarizing each substantive public 
contact with FAA personnel concerned 
with this rulemaking will be filed in the 
docket. 


Availability of NPRMs 
An electronic copy of this document 


may be downloaded through the 
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov. 


You may review the public docket 
containing the proposal, any comments 
received and any final disposition in 
person at the Dockets Office (see 
ADDRESSES section for address and 
phone number) between 9:00 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except Federal holidays. An informal 
docket may also be examined during 
normal business hours at the office of 
the Operations Support Group, Eastern 
Service Center, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 1701 Columbia Ave., 
College Park, GA 30337. 


Persons interested in being placed on 
a mailing list for future NPRMs should 
contact the FAA’s Office of Rulemaking, 
(202) 267–9677, for a copy of Advisory 
Circular No. 11–2A, Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking Distribution System, which 
describes the application procedure. 


The Proposal 
The FAA is proposing an amendment 


to 14 CFR part 73 to establish three new 
restricted areas, designated R–6604C, R– 
6604D and R–6604E, at the NASA 
Wallops Island Flight Facility in 
Virginia. The new areas would abut the 
existing restricted areas (R–6604A and 
R–6604B) and be used to contain a wide 
variety of test activities deemed to pose 
a hazard to nonparticipating aircraft. 
These activities include, but are not 
limited to, high-risk test profiles by 


heavily modified test aircraft, testing of 
emitters that could induce harmful 
electromagnetic interference effects on 
nonparticipating aircraft, non-eye-safe 
laser firings, and external stores 
separation testing. The following is a 
general description of the proposed 
areas. 


R–6604C would overlie the Wallops 
Flight Facility airfield and would be 
contained entirely within the Wallops 
Flight Facility property boundary. It 
would extend from the surface up to 
3,500 feet mean sea level (MSL). 


R–6604D would extend from 100 feet 
above ground level (AGL) up to 3,500 
feet MSL. It would be located between 
the western boundary of R–6604B and 
VOR Federal airway V–139 and would 
also extend approximately 15 NM to the 
northeast of the R–6604A/R–6604B 
northern boundary. 


R–6604E would extend from 700 feet 
AGL up to 3,500 feet MSL. It would be 
located between the western boundaries 
of R–6604A and R–6604B and VOR 
Federal airway V–139. 


All 3 of the proposed new areas 
would be activated by the issuance of a 
Notice to Airmen (NOTAM). Specific 
times of designation were not proposed 
for R–6604C, D and E due to the variable 
nature of test programs. 


In addition to the above, 2 points in 
the boundary of R–6604A that intersect 
a line 3 NM from the shoreline of the 
U.S. shoreline would be adjusted to 
reflect NOAA’s updated calculation of 
the U.S. shoreline. 


The configuration of the proposed 
restricted areas was designed to allow 
for activation of only that portion of the 
complex required for the specific test 
profile being conducted. As is the 
current practice with R–6604A and R– 
6604B, when the proposed restricted 
areas are not required by the using 
agency, the airspace would be returned 
to the controlling agency for access by 
other aviation users. 


Note that the existing areas (R–6604A 
and R–6604B) will continue to be used, 
as in the past, for missile and rocket 
launches, aircraft systems development, 
expendable launch vehicles, lasers, 
RPV, and other test programs. 


Color charts showing the location of 
the proposed restricted areas will be 
posted on the internet at http://
www.regulations.gov. Search docket no. 
FAA–2015–2776 to view the charts. 


Regulatory Notices and Analyses 
The FAA has determined that this 


proposed regulation only involves an 
established body of technical 
regulations for which frequent and 
routine amendments are necessary to 
keep them operationally current. 
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Therefore, this proposed regulation: (1) 
Is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ 
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not 
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under Department of 
Transportation (DOT) Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034; 
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation as the anticipated impact is 
so minimal. 


Since this is a routine matter that will 
only affect air traffic procedures and air 
navigation, it is certified that this 
proposed rule, when promulgated, will 
not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. 


Environmental Review 


This proposal will be subjected to an 
environmental analysis in accordance 
with FAA Order 1050.1E, 
‘‘Environmental Impacts: Policies and 
Procedures,’’ prior to any FAA final 
regulatory action. 


List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 73 


Airspace, Prohibited areas, Restricted 
areas. 


The Proposed Amendment 


In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 73 as 
follows: 


PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 


■ 1. The authority citation for part 73 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(f), 106(g); 40103, 
40113, 40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 
1959–1963 Comp., p. 389. 


§ 73.66 [Amended] 


■ 2. Section 73.66 is amended as 
follows: 
* * * * * 


R–6604A Chincoteague Inlet, VA 
[Amended] 


By removing the current boundaries and 
inserting the following in its place: 


Boundaries. Beginning at lat. 37°55′25″ N., 
long. 75°24′54″ W.; to lat. 37°51′31″ N., long. 
75°17′16″ W.; then along a line 3 NM from 
and parallel to the shoreline to lat. 37°39′20″ 
N., long. 75°31′19″ W.; to lat. 37°47′00″ N., 
long. 75°31′18″ W.; to lat. 37°51′00″ N., long. 
75°29′36″ W.; to the point of beginning. 


R–6604C Chincoteague Inlet, VA [New] 


Boundaries. Beginning at lat. 37°56′57″ N., 
long. 75°28′37″ W.; to lat. 37°56′54″ N., long. 
75°26′56″ W.; to lat. 37°56′ 23″ N., long. 
75°26′ 46″ W.; to lat. 37°56′ 45″ N., long. 
75°27′29″ W.; to lat. 37°55′15″ N., long. 
75°28′23″ W.; to lat. 37°55′15″ N., long. 
75°28′39″ W.; to lat. 37°56′32″ N., long. 
75°29′18″ W.; to the point of beginning. 


Designated altitudes. Surface to 3,500 feet 
MSL. 


Time of designation. By NOTAM. 
Controlling agency. U.S. Navy, Patuxent 


River Radar Approach Control. 
Using agency. Chief, Wallops Station, 


National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, Wallops Island, VA. 


R–6604D Chincoteague Inlet, VA [New] 
Boundaries. Beginning at lat. 38°01′42″ N., 


long. 75°29′28″ W.; to lat. 38°07′12″ N., long. 
75°14′48″ W.; to lat. 38°04′36″ N., long. 
75°08′07″ W.; thence 3 NM from and parallel 
to the shoreline to lat. 37°51′31″ N., long. 
75°17′16″ W.; to lat. 37°56′45″ N., long. 
75°27′29″ W.; to lat. 37°53′55″ N., long. 
75°29′11″ W.; to lat. 37°55′40″ N., long. 
75°33′27″ W.; to the point of beginning; 
excluding R–6604C. 


Designated altitudes. 100 feet AGL to 3,500 
feet MSL. 


Time of designation. By NOTAM. 
Controlling agency. U.S. Navy, Patuxent 


River Radar Approach Control. 
Using agency. Chief, Wallops Station, 


National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, Wallops Island, VA. 


R–6604E Chincoteague Inlet, VA [New] 
Boundaries. Beginning at lat. 37°55′40″ N., 


long. 75°33′27″ W.; to lat. 37°53′55″ N., long. 
75°29′11″ W.; to lat. 37°50′24″ N., long. 
75°31′19″ W.; to lat. 37°39′20″ N., long. 
75°31′19″ W.; to lat. 37°38′57″ N., long. 
75°31′31″ W.; to lat. 37°46′55″ N., long. 
75°39′13″ W.; to the point of beginning. 


Designated altitudes. 700 feet AGL to 3,500 
feet MSL. 


Time of designation. By NOTAM. 
Controlling agency. U.S. Navy, Patuxent 


River Radar Approach Control. 
Using agency. Chief, Wallops Station, 


National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, Wallops Island, VA. 


* * * * * 
Issued in Washington, DC on September 1, 


2015. 
Gary A. Norek, 
Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations 
Group. 
[FR Doc. 2015–22827 Filed 9–9–15; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4910–13–P 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Food and Drug Administration 


21 CFR Part 101 


[Docket No. FDA–2012–N–1210] 


RIN 0910–AF22 


Food Labeling: Revision of the 
Nutrition and Supplement Facts 
Labels; Administrative Docket Update; 
Availability 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration, 
HHS. 
ACTION: Proposed rule; notification. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA or we) is 
announcing the availability of certain 
documents to update the administrative 
docket of the proposed rule to amend 
FDA’s labeling regulations for 
conventional foods and dietary 
supplements to provide updated 
nutrition information on the Nutrition 
Facts and Supplement Facts labels to 
assist consumers in maintaining healthy 
dietary practices. 
DATES: We are extending the comment 
period that was scheduled to close on 
September 25, 2015, until October 13, 
2015. 


ADDRESSES: You may submit comments 
by any of the following methods: 


Electronic Submissions 


Submit electronic comments in the 
following way: 


• Federal eRulemaking Portal: http:// 
www.regulations.gov. Follow the 
instructions for submitting comments. 


Written Submissions 


Submit written submissions in the 
following ways: 


• Mail/Hand delivery/Courier (for 
paper submissions): Division of Dockets 
Management (HFA–305), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm. 
1061, Rockville, MD 20852. 


Instructions: All submissions received 
must include the Docket No. (FDA– 
2012–N–1210) for this rulemaking. All 
comments received may be posted 
without change to http://
www.regulations.gov, including any 
personal information provided. For 
additional information on submitting 
comments, see the ‘‘Comments’’ heading 
of the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION 
section of this document. 


Docket: For access to the docket to 
read background documents or 
comments received, go to http://
www.regulations.gov and insert the 
docket number(s), found in brackets in 
the heading of this document, into the 
‘‘Search’’ box and follow the prompts 
and/or go to the Division of Dockets 
Management, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm. 
1061, Rockville, MD 20852. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Serena Lo, Center for Food Safety and 
Applied Nutrition (HFS–830), Food and 
Drug Administration, 5100 Paint Branch 
Pkwy., College Park, MD 20740, 240– 
402–2488, email: 
ConsumerStudiesBranch@fda.hhs.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background 


In the Federal Register of March 3, 
2014 (79 FR 11879), we published a 
proposed rule that would amend our 
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AIRCRAFT OWNERS AND PILOTS ASSOCIATION 


September 16, 2015 


 


Mr. Paul Gallant 


U.S. Department of Transportation 


Docket Operations, M–30 


1200 New Jersey Avenue SE. 


West Building Ground Floor, Room W12–140, 


Washington, DC 20590–0001 


 


Re: FAA Docket No. FAA–2015–2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15–AEA–5, Notice of 


Proposed Rulemaking for Proposed Amendment and Establishment of Restricted Areas; 


Chincoteague Inlet, VA 


 


Dear Mr. Gallant, 


 


The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA), the world’s largest aviation membership 


association, submit the following comments in response to the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 


for the amendment and establishment of additional Restricted Areas at Wallops Flight Facility, 


VA.  AOPA is concerned with the impacts this large expansion of Restricted Area could have on 


local and transient Visual Flight Rule (VFR) and Instrument Flight Rule (IFR) aircraft.   


 


IFR Aircraft 


 


In the June 9, 2004, final rule regarding R-6604, the FAA noted that the VOR Federal Airway 


139 (V-139), which connects Snow Hill VORTAC (SWL) and Cape Charles VORTAC (CCV), 


had high traffic demand. The rule noted that the activation of R-6604 increased the workload for 


air traffic controllers and pilots due to the need to reroute aircraft so as to avoid this airspace. 


The Restricted Area was consequently reduced in size so as to not interfere with V-139.  


 


The 2015 proposed R-6604 D and E areas would revert the design back to a shape that the FAA 


noted significantly impacted this highly travelled airway. The Restricted Area would be 


expanded in a way that it intersects V-139 close to SWL which would render this segment 


unusable during periods of activation. Pilots are currently permitted to fly this route as low as 


2,000’ MSL but this would not be possible if the Restricted Area extends from 100’ or 700’ AGL 


to 3,500’ MSL.  


 


Additionally, the feeder route from SWL to the initial approach fix of GOBYO for Ocean City 


Municipal Airport’s (KOXB) RNAV (GPS) RWY 32 instrument approach procedure would be 


unavailable during activation of R-6604D. Pilots and controllers would lose the efficiency 


provided in the feeder route design and there would be an increased likelihood of pilots needing 


to fly longer routes. Increasing the distance pilots need to fly increases fuel consumption and the 


economic impact on the operator.  
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VFR Aircraft 


 


The more than doubling of the Restricted Area in this location will lead to increased 


circumnavigation and greater expense for pilots. Highway US-13, the railroad tracks, and a much 


larger extent of the seashore would no longer be available for VFR navigation during periods of 


activation. These three types of landmarks are routinely used by pilots who navigate without the 


use of GPS or navigational aids, and who notably fly at lower altitudes. Flying the shoreline at 


lower altitude is a particularly popular method of navigation. The large expanse of Restricted 


Area would make circumnavigation to the east over open water dangerous for those single-


engine shore line following pilots, and time consuming for those diverting around the complex to 


the west.   


 


Recommendations 


 


AOPA contends the proposed airspace design would have a negative impact on many aircraft 


and offers the following recommendations to mitigate the effect. 


 


 Consideration must be given to other types of Special Use Airspace (SUA) before 


additional Restricted Area is enacted. The doubling of the Restricted Area in this area 


requires justification as it will negatively impact many general aviation pilots. 


 


 Reduce the size of R6604 D and E to not interfere with V-139. Furthermore, reducing the 


ceiling of the airspace to be below the usable segment altitude for V-139, if feasible, 


would allow pilots to overfly the Restricted Area. These two mitigations would allow the 


continued operation of IFR aircraft on this well-travelled route and reduce pilot and air 


traffic controller workload.  


 


 Any new Restricted Area must be charted on applicable instrument approach procedures. 


The proposed Restricted Area comes very close to numerous final approach courses of 


surrounding airports so increasing pilots situational awareness is important.  


 


 Providing VFR stand-alone waypoints in the Chincoteague area will assist pilots 


unfamiliar with the area safely navigate around any expanded Restrict Area.  


 


 The proposal states activation for R-6604 D and E areas would take place by NOTAM 


but fails to state how much advance notice pilots would receive. Pilots cannot adequately 


flight plan should this airspace be activated after they depart. Aircraft can have over six 


hours of fuel endurance and having to deal with a long reroute can lead to issues of the 


pilot having enough fuel and unnecessary fuel diversions. At least 12 hours advance 


notice is necessary to assist pilots.  
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The AOPA understands and supports the National Aeronautics and Space Administration’s and 


the Department of Defense’s need to flight test aircraft that support the national defense. We 


believe this testing can be done in a manner that will not cause an undue negative effect on 


general aviation.  


 


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important issue. 


 


Sincerely,  


 
Rune Duke 


Director, Airspace and Air Traffic 


 


 


 


The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA) is a not-for-profit individual membership 


organization of General Aviation Pilots and Aircraft Owners. AOPA’s mission is to effectively 


serve the interests of its members and establish, maintain and articulate positions of leadership to 


promote the economy, safety, utility and popularity of flight in general aviation aircraft. 


Representing two thirds of all pilots in the United States, AOPA is the largest civil aviation 


organization the world.  
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the approval must include the DOA- 
authorized signature. 


(j) Related Information 
(1) Refer to Mandatory Continuing 


Airworthiness Information (MCAI) EASA 
Airworthiness Directive 2015–0100, dated 
June 3, 2015, for related information. This 
MCAI may be found in the AD docket on the 
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov by 
searching for and locating Docket No. FAA– 
2016–0457. 


(2) For service information identified in 
this AD, contact BAE Systems (Operations) 
Limited, Customer Information Department, 
Prestwick International Airport, Ayrshire, 
KA9 2RW, Scotland, United Kingdom; 
telephone +44 1292 675207; fax +44 1292 
675704; email RApublications@
baesystems.com; Internet http://
www.baesystems.com/Businesses/
RegionalAircraft/index.htm. You may view 
this service information at the FAA, 
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind 
Avenue SW., Renton, WA. For information 
on the availability of this material at the 
FAA, call 425–227–1221. 


Issued in Renton, Washington, on January 
13, 2016. 
Michael Kaszycki, 
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane 
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service. 
[FR Doc. 2016–01088 Filed 1–20–16; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4910–13–P 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


14 CFR Part 73 


[Docket No. FAA–2015–2776; Airspace 
Docket No. 15–AEA–5] 


RIN 2120–AA66 


Proposed Amendment and 
Establishment of Restricted Areas; 
Chincoteague Inlet, VA 


AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM); reopening of comment period. 


SUMMARY: This action reopens the 
comment period for the NPRM 
published September 10, 2015, 
proposing to expand the restricted 
airspace at Chincoteague Inlet, VA. This 
reopening of the comment period is 
necessary because a chart depicting the 
proposed airspace was not available 
prior to the original comment period 
closing date. This action will ensure 
that interested persons have the 
opportunity to view the chart and 
submit comments regarding the 
proposal. 
DATES: The comment period for the 
NPRM published September 10, 2015 
(80 FR 54444) closed on October 26, 


2015, and reopened until February 22, 
2016. 
ADDRESSES: Send comments on this 
proposal to the U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Docket Operations, M– 
30, 1200 New Jersey Avenue SE., West 
Building Ground Floor, Room W12–140, 
Washington, DC 20590–0001; telephone: 
(202) 366–9826. You must identify FAA 
Docket No. FAA–2015–2776 and 
Airspace Docket No. 15–AEA–5, at the 
beginning of your comments. You may 
also submit comments through the 
Internet at 
http://www.regulations.gov. Comments 
on environmental and land use aspects 
to should be directed to: NASA Wallops 
Flight Facility, Attn: Ms. Shari Silbert, 
Wallops Island, VA 23337; telephone: 
(757) 824–2327. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul 
Gallant, Airspace Policy Group, Office 
of Airspace Services, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267–8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Comments Invited 


Interested parties are invited to 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy-related 
aspects of the proposal. 


Communications should identify both 
docket numbers (FAA Docket No. FAA– 
2015–2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15– 
AEA–5) and be submitted in triplicate to 
the Docket Management System (see 
ADDRESSES section for address and 
phone number). You may also submit 
comments through the Internet at http:// 
www.regulations.gov. 


Persons wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
on this action must submit with those 
comments a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to FAA 
Docket No. FAA–2015–2776 and 
Airspace Docket No. 15–AEA–5.’’ The 
postcard will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. 


All communications received on or 
before the specified closing date for 
comments will be considered before 
taking action on the proposed rule. The 
proposal contained in this action may 
be changed in light of comments 
received. All comments submitted will 


be available for examination in the 
public docket both before and after the 
closing date for comments. A report 
summarizing each substantive public 
contact with FAA personnel concerned 
with this rulemaking will be filed in the 
docket. 


Availability of NPRM’s 


An electronic copy of this document 
may be downloaded through the 
internet at http://www.regulations.gov. 


You may review the public docket 
containing the proposal, any comments 
received and any final disposition in 
person at the Dockets Office (see 
ADDRESSES section for address and 
phone number) between 9:00 a.m. and 
5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except Federal holidays. An informal 
docket may also be examined during 
normal business hours at the office of 
the Operations Support Group, Eastern 
Service Center, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 1701 Columbia Ave., 
College Park, GA 30337. 


Persons interested in being placed on 
a mailing list for future NPRM’s should 
contact the FAA’s Office of Rulemaking, 
(202) 267–9677, for a copy of Advisory 
Circular No. 11–2A. 


Background 


On September 10, 2015, the FAA 
published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking (NPRM) proposing the 
amendment and establishment of 
restricted areas at Chincoteague Inlet, 
VA (80 FR 54444), Docket No. FAA– 
2015–2776, Airspace Docket No. 15– 
AEA–5. The NPRM included a 
statement that a color chart of the 
proposed airspace would be available 
for viewing on the www.regulations.gov 
Web site. However, the chart was not 
posted until after the comment closing 
date. One commenter responded that it 
is difficult to understand the proposed 
changes because the chart was 
unavailable. 


A color chart showing the location of 
the proposed restricted areas is now 
posted on the internet at http://
www.regulations.gov. Search docket no. 
FAA–2015–2776 and click on ‘‘open 
docket folder’’ to view the chart. 


To give the public an opportunity to 
view the chart prior to submitting 
comments, the FAA is reopening the 
comment period for 30 days. All 
comments submitted during the new 
comment period, as well as all 
comments previously received, will be 
considered before any final action is 
taken on the proposal. No other 
proposal information as published in 
the NPRM has been changed. 
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Issued in Washington, DC, on January 14, 
2016. 
Leslie M. Swann, 
Acting Manager, Airspace Policy Group. 
[FR Doc. 2016–01211 Filed 1–20–16; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 4910–13–P 


CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 


16 CFR Part 1231 


[Docket No. CPSC–2015–0031] 


Safety Standard for High Chairs; 
Correction 


AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. 
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking; 
correction. 


SUMMARY: The United States Consumer 
Product Safety Commission 
(‘‘Commission’’ or ‘‘CPSC’’) is correcting 
a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(‘‘NPR’’) that appeared in the Federal 
Register of November 9, 2015 (80 FR 
69144). The document proposed a safety 
standard for high chairs. The 
Commission is correcting an error in the 
proposed regulatory text concerning 
rearward stability. 
DATES: As established in the November 
9, 2015 NPR, comments on the proposed 
rule are due by January 25, 2016. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stefanie C. Marques, Project Manager, 
Directorate for Health Sciences, U.S. 
Consumer Product Safety Commission, 
5 Research Place, Rockville, MD 20850; 
telephone: 301–987–2581; email: 
smarques@cpsc.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of November 9, 2015 
(80 FR 69144), the Commission 
published an NPR proposing to 
establish a safety standard for high 
chairs pursuant to section 104(b) of the 
Consumer Product Safety Act of 2008 
(‘‘CPSIA’’; Pub. L. 110–314, 122 Stat. 
3016). The NPR proposed to incorporate 
by reference ASTM F404–15, Standard 
Consumer Safety Specification for High 
Chairs (‘‘ASTM F404–15’’) into 16 CFR 
part 1231 and proposed more stringent 
requirements than those specified in 
ASTM F404–15 for rearward stability 
and warnings on labels and in 
instructional literature. The NPR 
contained an error, which the 
Commission is now correcting. 


The correction pertains to proposed 
16 CFR 1231.2, paragraph (b)(2), 
regarding the rearward stability index 
(‘‘SI’’) the Commission proposed to 
require for high chairs. The preamble to 
the NPR (page 69151, section VIII.A., 


titled Description of Proposed Changes 
to ASTM Standard, Rearward Stability) 
and the briefing package available on 
the Commission’s Web site correctly 
described and discussed the 
Commission’s proposal to require high 
chairs to have an SI of 50 or more. 
However, the proposed regulatory text 
on page 69159 of the NPR misstated the 
proposed requirement as prohibiting 
high chairs from having an SI of 50 or 
more. 


The Commission hereby makes the 
following correction to the NPR 
appearing on page 69144 in the Federal 
Register of November 9, 2015: 


§ 1231.2 [Corrected] 


■ On page 69159, in the third column, 
in § 1231.2, in paragraph (b)(2), ‘‘6.5.2 
Rearward stability—When tested in 
accordance with 7.7.2.6 (paragraph 
(c)(3) of this section), a high chair shall 
not have a Rearward Stability Index of 
50 or more.’’ is corrected to read ‘‘6.5.2 
Rearward stability—When tested in 
accordance with 7.7.2.6 (paragraph 
(c)(3) of this section), a high chair shall 
have a Rearward Stability Index of 50 or 
more.’’ 


Dated: January 15, 2016. 
Todd A. Stevenson, 
Secretary, Consumer Product Safety 
Commission. 
[FR Doc. 2016–01133 Filed 1–20–16; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6355–01–P 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


17 CFR Part 240 


[Release No. 34–76922; File No. S7–15–15] 


RIN 3235–AL74 


Access to Data Obtained by Security- 
Based Swap Data Repositories and 
Exemption From Indemnification 
Requirement 


AGENCY: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 
ACTION: Reopening of comment period. 


SUMMARY: The Securities and Exchange 
Commission (‘‘Commission’’) is 
reopening the comment period for 
proposed amendments to rule 13n–4 
under the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934 (‘‘Exchange Act’’) related to 
regulatory access to security-based swap 
data held by security-based swap data 
repositories. The proposed rule 
amendments would implement 
Exchange Act provisions that 
conditionally require that security-based 
swap data repositories make data 
available to certain regulators and other 


authorities. Recent legislation has 
modified certain underlying statutory 
provisions. 


DATES: The comment period for the 
proposed rule published September 14, 
2015, at 80 FR 55182, is reopened. 
Submit comments on or before February 
22, 2016. 
ADDRESSES: Comments may be 
submitted by any of the following 
methods: 


Electronic Comments 


• Use the Commission’s Internet 
comment form (http://www.sec.gov/
rules/proposed.shtml); or 


• Send an email to rule-comments@
sec.gov. Please include File Number S7– 
15–15 on the subject line; or 


• Use the Federal eRulemaking Portal 
(http://www.regulations.gov). Follow the 
instructions for submitting comments. 


Paper Comments 


• Send paper comments to Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
100 F Street NE., Washington, DC 
20549–1090. 
All submissions should refer to File 
Number S7–15–15. This file number 
should be included on the subject line 
if email is used. To help us process and 
review your comments more efficiently, 
please use only one method. The 
Commission will post all comments on 
the Commission’s Internet Web site 
(http://www.sec.gov/rules/
proposed.shtml). Comments are also 
available for Web site viewing and 
printing in the Commission’s Public 
Reference Room, 100 F Street NE., 
Washington, DC 20549 on official 
business days between the hours of 
10:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. All comments 
received will be posted without change; 
the Commission does not edit personal 
identifying information from 
submissions. You should submit only 
information that you wish to make 
available publicly. 


Studies, memoranda, or other 
substantive items may be added by the 
Commission or staff to the comment file 
during this rulemaking. A notification of 
the inclusion in the comment file of any 
such materials will be made available 
on the SEC’s Web site. To ensure direct 
electronic receipt of such notifications, 
sign up through the ‘‘Stay Connected’’ 
option at www.sec.gov to receive 
notifications by email. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Carol McGee, Assistant Director, Joshua 
Kans, Senior Special Counsel, or 
Kateryna P. Imus, Special Counsel, at 
(202) 551–5870; Division of Trading and 
Markets, Securities and Exchange 
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October 26, 2015


Mr. Paul Gallant,
U.S. Department of Transportation
Docket Operations, M-30
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
West Building Ground Floor
Room W12-140
Washington, DC 20590-0001


Re: FAA Docket No. FAA-2015-2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15-AEA-5, Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking for Proposed Amendment and Establishment of Restricted Areas: Chincoteague Inlet, VA


Dear Mr. Gallant,


I am writing on the behalf of the Helicopter Association International (HAI), a not-for-profit, professional 
trade association that represents the interests of the helicopter community.  HAI has over 4,000 members, 
including 1,727 companies in 74 nations.  For over 60 years, HAI has provided its members with services 
that directly benefit their operations by offering programs to enhance safety, encourage professionalism, 
and promote the unique benefits of vertical flight. HAI’s first priority is – and always will be – safety.


HAI submits the following in response to the request for comments for the referenced Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking related to airspace surrounding the NASA Wallops Flight Facility.  HAI applauds NASA’s 
efforts to maintain separation between test aircraft and the general aviation (GA) community and we 
commend NASA Wallops Flight Facility for its long history of responsible airspace management.  
However, we are unable to support the proposed changes as presented.  We believe there are safety issues 
that require additional analysis and risk mitigation before any restricted airspace expansion.


HAI agrees with the concerns and supports recommendations presented by AOPA in their letter dated 
September 16, 2015.  Expansion of airspace as described in the NPRM will impact both IFR and VFR 
aircraft.  As proposed, this expansion of restricted airspace would require helicopter operators to either fly 
further offshore for longer periods to circumnavigate restricted airspace, or to fly further west into a more 
tightly congested corridor.  In this respect, the offshore environment is of particular concern, especially 
during winter months when lower sea temperatures greatly reduce aircrew survivability times, should a 
mishap result in water entry.  Additionally, increased minimum altitudes proposed for R-6604 D and E 
could force helicopter operators higher and subject them to increased encounters with icing conditions.  


I therefore urge the FAA to withhold approval of this proposed expansion of restricted airspace until such 
time that further analysis can be conducted to enable a complete understanding of the risks and impacts to 
the general aviation community.  


Sincerely,


Matthew S. Zuccaro
President & CEO of Helicopter Association International
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February 19, 2016 
 
 
Gary A. Norek 
Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations Group 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Docket Operations, M–30 
West Building Ground Floor, Room W12–140 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Washington, DC 20590-0001 
 
 
Re:  FAA Docket No. FAA–2015–2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15–AEA–5 
 
Dear Mr. Norek:  
 
 Thank you for this opportunity to comment on FAA Docket No. FAA–2015–2776 
and Airspace Docket No. 15–AEA–5. The Governor’s Aerospace Advisory Council is 
comprised of Virginia state legislators, as well as federal and industry partners 
charged with advising the Governor on policy and funding priorities to promote the 
Commonwealth’s aerospace and space exploration industries. Our 19-member council 
is further mandated to devise and recommend strategies to the governor that 
contribute to the growth and development of Virginia’s aerospace industry. We believe 
expanding NASA Wallops Flight Facility’s restricted airspace to include R-6604 C, D 
and E is a critical initiative to further aerospace growth in Virginia smartly and safely. 
To that end, we unanimously support the Federal Aviation Administration adopting 
the proposed rule.  
 
 It is the long-time mission of Wallops to support the flight operations 
requirements of NASA, other federal agencies, industry and academia. For more than 
70 years, the men and women of Wallops have amassed an incredible record of 
accomplishment. Today, with strong federal and state partnerships engaged in 
multiple, diverse missions at the facility, Wallops is poised to be the epicenter for 
enormous advances in the aerospace industry. Expanding Wallops’ restricted airspace 
for use temporarily on an as-needed basis during hazardous flight operations is the 
right decision at the right time given the facility’s increasing, vital role in aerospace 
research, test and development. 
 
 NASA has responsibly operated R-6604 A and B over the years, only activating 
the restricted airspace during hazardous launch operations and otherwise allowing 
aircraft passage through the area. NASA would operate the expanded restricted 
airspace in kind: infrequent, temporary use, publicized in advance via Notices to 
Airmen, for the express purpose of facilitating operations while ensuring public safety.  
 
  
 
Governor’s Aerospace Advisory Council    5702 Gulfstream Rd. Richmond, Virginia 23250    804.236.3630 
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 The FAA’s proposed rule expanding Wallops’ restricted airspace comes at a 
critical juncture, recognizing the facility’s crucial role in furthering Virginia and our 
nation’s goals in air and space. This initiative is right-sized, and NASA’s proposal for 
operating the airspace is a balanced, safety-focused approach that is minimally 
impactful to the flying community. We commend the FAA for recognizing Wallops’ 
unique capabilities as well as its expanding and evolving role in conducting diverse 
test and operational flight activities.  
 
 To facilitate the activities explained above safely, while also contributing 
economic growth and development in the region, we strongly support the adoption of 
this proposed rule.  This action was ratified by vote of the Governor’s Aerospace 
Advisory Council at our meeting on December 2, 2015. 
 
 
        Sincerely, 
 


         
        
        The Honorable David E. Yancey 
        Chair 
 
 
C: Keith F. McCrea 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Governor’s Aerospace Advisory Council    5702 Gulfstream Rd. Richmond, Virginia 23250    804.236.3630 
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Miles Barrett


This is a Comment on the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
Proposed Rule: Establishment of Restricted Areas:
Chincoteague Inlet, VA


For related information, Open Docket Folder  


Comment


Please listen to AOPA advise and think of the long range impact
before any vote. AOPA summarized it well; and, as a CFI CFII
as well as a DAV Owned Small Business which uses General
Aviation to volunteer service to our troops after 26 years Navy
Chaplain Corps I hope you listen to AOPA clarification of the
impact proposed in the bill. Thank you.
PS Unless you fly a cross country flight with limited fuel in a
small plane (or send your Student Pilot on his/her 1st cross
country flight Solo) and Mother Nature plays her cards you don't
know how you may almost make it to your destination; but, have
to divert to an alternate airport and required to have 3045
minutes of fuel on board after the alternate ....then talk to me
about the airspace impact proposed. Please think of our future
generation pilots only now in the pipe line. Please. I'm retired and
volunteered over 225 hours in the last 2 years while being away
half the time volunteering coverage to military troops and VA
hospitals. My students do not need the extra limitations on them
over the drones. I file IFR and go cross country high but they are
VFR and low where the conflict needs attention. Listen to
AOPA. It helps us all to have a win win situation everyone
benefits from today. 
Thank you for your time and attention to this very important
piece of history being made today. Your decision may impact
your next generation of future pilots. Not to mention you future
USA trained qualified pilots impacted by your decision today.
Thank you for your attention to detail.


Pax Christi, carpe diem!
Fr. Miles Barrett USN (Ret.)
CFI, CFII, AGI, #3703246 Exp. 6/16
LtCol CAP #134495
11 Eider Lane
North Cape May, NJ 08204
26 years USN Chaplain Corps retired
34 years Roman Catholic priest still volunteering coverage and
flying a Piper Turbo Arrow III 1977 in GA to serve God and
Country
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA 
Randall P. Burdette 
E11:ecu1ive Director 


February 19, 2016 


Gary A. Norek 


Department of Aviation 
5702 Gu!fstream Road 


Richmond, Virginia 23250r2422 


Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations Group 


U.S. Department of Transportation 


Docket Operations, M-30 


West Building Ground Floor, Room W12-140 


1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 


Washington, DC 20590-0001 


RE: FAA Docket No. FAA-2015-2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15-AEA-5 


Dear Mr. Norek: 


vrroo • (804) 236-3624 
FAX • (804) 236-3635 


ISO 900 l :2008 Certified 
IS-BAO Registered 


The Virginia Department of Aviation wishes to state support for the efforts to expand restricted airspace 


near Wallop's Island, that action being described in the docket references above. 


NASA Wallops Flight Facility has a long history of research and operations excellence, that period now 


spanning seven decades. The Commonwealth is proud to have this vital asset within our borders, and 


further is proud of the record of achievements emanating from Wallops regarding space exploration and 


aeronautical research. 


We believe expansion of the airspace as proposed is unobtrusive to the flying public, knowing that the 


protocol of utilization will only have the airspace "hot" when aeronautical testing is underway. 


Therefore we respectfully submit our support for the expansion of the restricted area and ask that you 


seek our further feedback should that be your desire. 


Randall P Burdette 








Gary A. Norek 
Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations Group 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Docket Operations, M-30 
West Building Ground Floor, Room W12-140 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Washington, DC 20590-0001 


NATIONAL 
INSTITUTE OF 


AEROSPACE 


Dr. Douglas 0. Stanley 
President & Executive Director 


Re: FAA Docket No. FAA-2015-2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15-AEA-5 


Dear Mr. Norek: 


Regarding FAA Docket No. FAA-2015-2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15-AEA-5, the 
National Institute of Aerospace wholeheartedly supports the Federal Aviation 
Administration's proposed rule for expanding NASA Wallops Flight Facility's restricted 
airspace in support of ongoing and future operations. 


In addition to need for this additional airspace for NASA Wallops' important core 
missions, it would have great benefit to the emerging Unmanned Aerial Systems (UAS) 
industry as well as important university research. Facilities to perform UAS research are 
very limited and this additional airspace would be used to develop important UAS-related 
technologies by NASA, the Mid-Atlantic Aviation Partnership, NIA and our member 
universities (e.g., Virginia Tech). 


We feel that the benefits of this airspace very much justify the additional restrictions, 
particularly since the restrictions would only be temporary, as required. 


If you have additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 


Sincerely, 


~c;~ 
Dr. Douglas 0. Stanley 
President & Executive Director 


100 Exploration Way, Hampton, VA 23666 (757) 325-6751 www.nianet.org 
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Sebastian Massimini


This is a Comment on the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
Proposed Rule: Establishment of Restricted Areas:
Chincoteague Inlet, VA


For related information, Open Docket Folder  


Comment


The online proposal does not have images, so it is very difficult
to understand the limits of the proposed areas. However, I
submit the following comments:


1. V139 and other airways in the area should remain usable
when the proposed restricted areas are in use. The would require
that the width of the airway(s) be accommodated on the east
side of the centerline of the airway(s).


2. The FAA has not established the requirement for a restricted
area rather than a warning area or other less restrictive special
use airspace. The NPRM does not specify what type of training
is to be conducted, so it is not clear if the type of training merits
a restricted area or could be accomplished with a less restrictive
type of special use airspace like a warning area. (The current
restricted areas are used to protect traffic from space launches,
which clearly require a restricted area. However, the propose
areas are being established for other unspecified uses.)


The FAA has not justified why special use airspace must be
established over land. In this case, areas for testing could be
established over water adjacent to Wallops. This option should
be considered before establishing special use airspace over land.
(The current areas over land are reasonable since they protect
during launches from Wallops.)
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Council 
the Lower Eastern Shore qfMaryland 


October 19, 2015 


Gary A. Norek 
Manager, Airspace Policy and Regulations Group 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Docket Operations, M-30 
West Building Ground Floor, Room W12-140 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Washington, DC 20590-0001 


31 90 1 TR!-COUNTY WAY 
SUITE 203 


SALISBURY, MARYLAND 2 1 804 
PHONE: 4 1 0-341-8989 


FAX: 4 1 0-34 1-8988 
WWW.LOWERSHORE.ORG 


Subject: FAA Docket No. FAA-2015-2776 and Airspace Docket No. 15-AEA-5 


Dear Mr. Norek: 


The Tri-Coupty Council for the Lower Eastern Shore of Maryland (TCCLES) respectfully extends its 
sincere thartks for the opportunity to review the proposal for the above subject that was published in The 
Federal Register on September 10, 2015. 


TCCLES is a regional council of governments that serves Somerset, Wicomico and Worcester Counties 
on the lower Eastern Shore of Maryland. 


TCCLES strongly supports the prompt adoption of the above subject proposed rule for expanding the 
restricted airspace at Chincoteague Inlet, Virginia. This restricted airspace expansion is needed to safely 
accommodate existing and future operational requirements associated with the United States government 
agencies at Wallops Island. 


Those operational requirements serve an extremely vital role in national security, national defense, and 
national protection of life and property from weather events. 


Expansion of the restricted airspace is not precedent setting and does not adversely affect aircraft enroute 
operations for the following reasons: 


• The proposed restricted areas R-6604D and R-6604E abut, but do not include, the existing 
enroute low altitude airway V-139. Ifeither ot both of those two restricted areas are in use, then 
air traffic can continue to flow unimpeded on V -13 9. 


• · Similar conditions already exist elsewhere without adversely affecting enroute air traffic 
conditions. 


For example, near the Atlantic coastline in Georgia, the major north-south enroute low altitude airway V-
37 abuts prohibited area P-50. Prohibited area P-50 overlies the USN nuclear submarine base at Kings 
Bay, Georgia, located just to the north of the town ofSt. Mary's.·· 


Serving Somerset, Wicomico and Worcester Counties ~LOWER SHORE ~ORKFORCEALLIANCE 







Council 
the Lower Eastern. Sh.ore ofMaryland 


3 1 90 1 TRI-COUNTY WAY 
SUITE203 


SALISBURY, MARYLAND 2 1 804 
PHONE: 41 0-341-8989 


FAX: 41 0-341-8988 
WWW.LOWERSHORE.ORG 


Also, near the Atlantic coastline in Florida, the major north-south enroute low altitude airway V-3 passes 
through restricted area R-2935. Restricted area R-2935, intermittent in use, is associated with operations 
at the NASA Kennedy Space Center. 


The proposed restricted areas at Chincoteague Inlet, Virginia are to be intermittent in use. When the 
restricted areas are not in use, then aircraft can pass through those areas without prior permission. NASA 
Wallops Flight Facility already allows uninterrupted aircraft passage through the existing restricted areas 
R-6604A and R-6604B when either or both are not in use. 


No private-use airports exist in the proposed restricted areas R-6604D and R-6604E. Should a private-use 
airport later be established, then typically a coordinated plan for its beneficial use is instituted. Such 
private-use airports exist harmoniously in numerous locations within existing restricted areas across the 
United States. 


Thus, allowing the expansion of the restricted airspace does not adversely affect enroute air traffic flow 
and is beneficial to the safety and operational requirements of the United States government facilities at 
Wallops Island. 


Sincerely, p-1---
~~ / 


Mtchael P. Pennington 
Executive Director 


cc: Mr. William A. Wrobel, Director 
(via e-mail to William.A.Wrobel@nasa.gov) 
Suborbital and Special Orbital Projects Directorate, Code 800 
Goddard Space Flight Center's Wallops Flight Facility 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
Wallops Island, VA 23337-5099 


Caroline R. Massey, Assistant Director 
(via e-mail to Caroline.R.Massey@nasa.gov) 


Servtng Somerset, Wi.comi.co and Worcester Cou.nttes ~LOWER SHORE ~ORKFORCEALLIANCE 








  
VIRGINIA COMMERCIAL SPACE FLIGHT AUTHORITY 


	  
4111	  Monarch	  Way,	  Suite	  303,	  Norfolk,	  Virginia	  23508	  


Phone:	  (757)	  440-‐4020	  FAX:	  (757)	  440-‐4023	  


	  
	  


September	  29,	  2015	  
	  
	  
	  
Gary	  A.	  Norek	  
Manager,	  Airspace	  Policy	  and	  Regulations	  Group	  
U.S.	  Department	  of	  Transportation	  
Docket	  Operations,	  M–30	  
West	  Building	  Ground	  Floor,	  Room	  W12–140	  
1200	  New	  Jersey	  Avenue	  SE	  
Washington,	  DC	  20590-‐0001	  
	  
Re:	  	  FAA	  Docket	  No.	  FAA–2015–2776	  and	  Airspace	  Docket	  No.	  15–AEA–5	  
	  
Dear	  Mr.	  Norek:	  	  
	  
Regarding	  FAA	  Docket	  No.	  FAA–2015–2776	  and	  Airspace	  Docket	  No.	  15–AEA–5,	  the	  
Board	  of	  Directors	  and	  the	  organization	  of	  the	  Virginia	  Commercial	  Space	  Flight	  
Authority	  (VCSFA)	  wholeheartedly	  support	  the	  Federal	  Aviation	  Administration	  
(FAA)	  proposed	  rule	  for	  expanding	  the	  NASA	  Wallops	  Flight	  Facility	  (WFF)	  Restricted	  
Airspace	  in	  support	  of	  ongoing	  and	  future	  flight	  operations.	  
	  
On	  behalf	  of	  the	  Commonwealth	  of	  Virginia,	  the	  Virginia	  Space	  Authority	  is	  in	  the	  
process	  of	  developing	  an	  Unmanned	  Aircraft	  Systems	  (UAS)	  Runway	  at	  the	  north	  end	  
of	  Wallops	  Island	  at	  NASA	  WFF.	  	  The	  UAS	  Runway	  design	  includes	  a	  3000-‐foot	  long	  by	  
75-‐foot	  wide	  runway	  with	  a	  75-‐foot	  cleared	  area	  around	  the	  perimeter.	  	  The	  Concept	  
of	  Operations	  (CONOPS)	  includes	  both	  government	  and	  commercial	  customers,	  with	  
flight	  operations	  executed	  in	  close	  coordination	  with	  NASA	  WFF	  Range.	  	  These	  flight	  
operations	  will	  support	  growth	  of	  the	  UAS	  industry	  and	  generate	  economic	  
development	  for	  the	  Commonwealth	  of	  Virginia	  in	  the	  aerospace	  sector.	  	  
	  
UAS	  flight	  operations	  are	  inherently	  dynamic	  and	  ever	  changing.	  	  Furthermore,	  being	  
a	  relatively	  nascent	  technology	  and	  industry,	  UAS	  flight	  operations	  often	  involve	  tests	  
of	  new,	  first-‐of-‐its-‐kind	  technologies,	  which	  are	  by	  their	  very	  nature	  high-‐
risk/hazardous,	  thus	  requiring	  evacuated	  airspace.	  	  In	  support	  of	  the	  VCSFA	  UAS	  
flight	  operations,	  it	  is	  envisioned	  that	  NASA	  WFF	  would	  activate	  its	  Restricted	  
Airspace	  only	  when	  needed	  to	  ensure	  public	  safety	  during	  high-‐risk/hazardous	  flight	  
operations.	  	  NASA	  WFF	  has	  a	  well	  known	  and	  respected	  history	  of	  managing	  its	  
existing	  Restricted	  Airspace	  responsibly	  and	  only	  when	  required	  for	  safety,	  ensuring	  
minimal	  impact	  to	  the	  associated	  flying	  community	  at	  large.	  









