I am opposed to this NPRM as written.  I was opposed when the bandwidth limit was to set at 2.8 kHz. Unrestricted bandwidth would be worse. While I am in favor of allowing experimentation, there should still be bandwidth limits. The following are the comments I submitted for the original proposal.
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I fail to see the need for wide-band digital modes in the non-phone bands. Wide-band modes should be in the same part of the bands as wide-band analog modes - voice, SSTV, etc.  Wide-band modes would create much interference for the narrow-band modes.

However, if the FCC decides to allow wide-band modes in the cw/digital segments, I would suggest this: 

Any digital mode wider than 1 kHz (possibly 500 Hz) should be put in the upper 20 kHz of the non-phone bands. 

3630 - 3650 kHz - This would require changing the phone sub-band. 
7105 - 7125 kHz 
14130 - 14150 
21180 - 21200 
28280 - 28300 

The 80 meter segment would be in what is now the phone band. The phone portion should be raised to start at 3650 kHz. There is no need for a 400 kHz phone band on 80 meters. 

No wide-band modes should be used in the WARC bands - those bands are too narrow. The same goes for unattended, automatic or semi-automatic stations 

These allocations should be on a non-exclusive basis. However, it is unlikely other digital modes would venture that high in the bands, except possibly during a contest weekend. 

All unattended or automatic stations of any kind should also share this same spectrum - Winlink, etc. All such stations should be required to use a busy frequency detector to sense a signal of any mode that is currently using the frequency. 

This should be done by FCC regulation, not just a voluntary band plan. 

73, 

Jim Preston N6VH 
ARRL Life Member
