it RECEIVED

Federal Communications Commission R EC E |V E D

1919 M Street, NW ' -
Washington, DC 20554 FEB 01 1993 FEB 1 1993
Sir: FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMSSION
| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commission Nov;g Mahwm
ons that is of serious interest to me for

235, This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal R
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fiy radiocontrolled model aircraft. N

roposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those aliocated by the FCC for R/E use. These frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is—i risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this biil wilt change that. If this ruting is enacted, a pilot may lose contre! of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struckg a

‘runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radioxend
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (inciuding children} to technology, aerospace, and enginpgfing
professions. O

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). Tfjgw
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep this acnogom

killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235. :
Very wruly yours. b, of Copies rec'd E
BOB GOODRICH Lo s B
11211 E. SPEEDWAY %B%f-——\ ‘du.’,,.;CBE

TUCSON, AZ §574&
BNy




Federal Communications Commission HEC E
::a;&":tMN\gOSS4 - FEB - 1 1993 Feg /VE D
Sir: mmmc#m‘ 0 ! [

| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commiinet 03 8IE3ECBET Maldng PR Docket 92-

235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal Regulations that is interestuomefor
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fly radiocontrolled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple com'nerc:awse frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibiiities introduced by this biil will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a piiot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could resuit in serious injury for a person struxk by a
‘runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals ondiye new
frequencies is not avallable. Estimates on cost If It became available are many times the present cost of our MBos and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and en§]neer
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, e@ This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

I respectiully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserveourprmlevelsofsafety andleeptﬁocﬂonfrom
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

Nu.o:Copeeurecd 12 __Ze_'ymmrs' %v Q// @Z_—K

JOHN DEFILE LU ABCDE
7421 E. LAKESIDE DR CLE
TUCSON, AZ §5730
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RECEIVED

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW .
Washington, DC 20554 Q@ 43 FEB - 11993
Sir: uf FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMISSION
| am writing to you concerning Federal Co Notice of Proposed Rule MaidIRECPOF DIBSKEAETARY
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the f\?eral Regulations that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.
I fiy radio-controlied model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those aliocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new can be used on mobile equipment and as such

present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk invoived in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose ¢ | of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds, Lossofconu'olcouldmuttinseriouslruuryforapersonsﬁckbya
“runaway” plane. \'

mmmwwmmmmmmcmwmmmuﬂgwsﬁgnW
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our §adios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, andSghgineering
professions. “T

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accwonesﬁ-jk) This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectiully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserveowpresentlevelsofsafety andheephacuonfrom
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRMPR92-235

Very truly yours, No. of Copies rec'd

BILL GILLEN / SAM GILLEN : LI ABCDE
5164 N. PONTATOC RD
TUCSON, AZ §5718




| R A AR ARG A RECEIVED

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW RECEIVED  ftB - 11993

Washington, DC 20554
Sir:
' 01 1993 PEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMSSION
FEn e

| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commission Notice of Proposed Rule Maki
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal R i % jous interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety. e*e&’mﬁf ﬁr

| fly radiocontrolled mode! aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane. '

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on the new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children} to technology, aerospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use [kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). This will

all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.
| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present level$4 safety, and keep this action from

killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.
fés. of Copies rec'd__ﬁ___

LxABCDE

Very truly yours,

HOWARD BROWN / JACOB BROWN

3132 N. WINSTEL ¥ ¢
TUCSON, AZ §5716 / \Jd/




nevivey

Federal Communications Commission RECE‘V ED

1919 M Street, NW -

Washington, DC 20554 993 FEB ! 1993

Sir FEB O 1 0 rocnu comumemmovscommsooy
| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commission e Ma%m

235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal Rg t s of serious interest to me for

several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fly radio-controlled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is litle risk invoived in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose-sontrol of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The plar@we fiy are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a persoﬁtruck by a

“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful slgnaﬁn the new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of @ radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and. anmeenng
professions. -

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, eﬁ: }. This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

I respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep thEcuon from
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

yours,
e, of Cr (2
VINCENT LOCASCIO W“/ ”@ < thﬁee;md

\J

10902 E. PINAL VISTA

TUCSON, AZ §5730




........................................................................................................................................................................................

Federal Communications Commission

\::a,s:irgigst DcN\goss4 RECEIVED FEB - 1 1993
Sir: FEB 0 1 1990ERAL COMUNCATIONS COMMENON

| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commission Notice of Proposed Rule MakingfR6E CSSURRECREIARY
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal Regulaﬂonmmmmnterest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fly radio-controlied model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on the new
frequencies is not avallable. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many {including children) to technology, aerospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectiully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep this action from
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

Very truly yours (
RALPH WEBER ‘ Mo, of Cpies rec'd Zg W //%té'/

§701 SOUTH KOLB RD #5-270 L ABCDE
TUCSON, AZ §5746




.................................................................................................. REUL’:'VL’-U
Federal Communications Commission
WED FEB - 1 1993

1919 M Street, NW REOE
sir: ¢ 0 Uk FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COUMSBON

Washington, DC 20554
| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications e of Proposed Ruie MaFEf % HESHEWY.
235.Thisn.dehasasecﬁoncomemingPan950fdn%w;u<laﬂomm30fseﬁomimestwmfm
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fiy radiocontrolled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is litle risk involved In this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person k by a

“runaway”
MWWbWMMMbMMWWMMMWﬁEW
frequencies is not avallable. Eﬁmancostlfltbecamavalhblemmnytlmlhemmstofour,gdmsand
will iill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology., serospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, &fg). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted. C)

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, andlneepttﬂ?cﬂonfrom
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

No. of Copies rec'd Very truly yours,

7751 E. VICTORIA LitABCDE /

TUCSON, AZ §5730




T:cﬁ;ah; ggr:er:u;}{';:/aﬂons Commission RE CE )VE D
FEB 0 1 1993

Washington, DC 20554
Sir:

I am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commission Notice of Pro W‘m PR Docket 92-
235, This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal Regulations that is"0 to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fly radiocontrolled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of muitiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is litte risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by 3
“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on the new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety and keep this action from
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235. ECEIVED

Very truly yours,

CLAUDE RAYMOND  NNo.0i Grnles rec'd____ﬁ__é sy W FEB - 1 1993

4127 VIA NORTE TALBNABCDE

TUCSON, AZ §571% WWM
OF THE SECRETARY
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I;:cll;ri; g;r:er:ug\ixclations Commission R E C E 'V ED FEB - ' ‘993

Washington, DC 20554

sSir: FEI 0 1 1993 FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMSSION

| am writing to you concerning Federal Communicau%rﬁommassion Notice of Proposed Rule Making &m&
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the m&m&om that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

I fly radio-controlied model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of muitiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane. =

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on‘the new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our ragjos and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and eng}aeering
professions. I'

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, e@ This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, presérve oir present lévels of safety, and keep thlg'cuon from
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

Very truly yours, §

JIM LYNCH No. of Copasrec'd Z E :
' . v

6270 E. 2ND STREET LSIABCIE .
TUCSON, AZ 85711 \ ~
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Federal Communications Commission REGE\VED EER - 1 1993

1919 M Street, NW
sir: feg 01 995 FEDERAL COMMUMCATIONS COVMSSION

Washington, DC 20554

1 am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Comt hmolﬁProposed Rule Ma%n%mugz
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code egulations that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fiy radiocontrolied mode! aircraft NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling Is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Lossofcontrolcouldresuttlnseriouswuryforapersonsu'uckbya
“runaway” plane.
meednologyrequlredaoupgradeourradloswmmmdrejectthemompmfwdgmlson@nwv
frequencies is not avallable. Esﬂmonconﬂnbecafmawibuemmdmshmmdowraduqsand
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and enggedng
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, eoc@vswnu
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present leveis of safety, andlmepthisgbnfrom

killing the hobby. by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.
VWMM“W/M

BOB HERTEL INe. of Conies rec'd
555 N. PANTANO, LOT #§iiag C DE
TUCSON, AZ 85710




................................................................................................ HECE]VEDRECEWED

Federal Communications Commission

Wanngon,be 20554 FEB 0 1 1993 Fi8 - 11953
Sir: FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMSSION

| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications CE%W Proposed Rule Mmm
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal Regulations that Is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fly radiocontrolled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of muiltiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is lithe risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
reiatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane.

The technoiogy required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on the new
frequencies is not avallable. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep this action from
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

Very truly yours,

o, of Copies rec'd___ﬁ___
LstABCDE ﬁ« .E)a ~
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Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW RECE'VED FEB - 1 1993

Washington, DC 20554
Sir: FEB 0 1 1993 FEDERAL COMMMCATIONS COMMSSION

I am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commission Notice of Proposed Rule Maki »Y
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal REGXIMAE MEOAT serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety. _

I fly radiocontrolied model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of muitiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on the new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use [kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep this action from

killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.
Very truly yours, fvo. of Copies rec'd__ﬁ___

ROBERT LEIGHTENBERG LstABCDE
6062 E. ELI STREET
TUCSON, AZ §5711
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Federal Communications Commission R ECEIVED

1919 M Street, NW :
Washington, DC 20554 N FEB - 1 1993

I am writing to you concerning Federal Communicaﬁorpwm of Proposed Rule Mmmz
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal Regulations that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

I fly radiocontrolled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is litde risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on the new
frequencies Is not available. Estimates on cost if it became avallable are many times the present cost of our radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep this action from
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

KARL MARSCHINKE W, 0 Coples recd___é___ P ,ﬁ Z

5357 EASTLAND SABCDE

TUCSON, AZ §5711 - _ %ﬁ[ L. /@Aﬁjgﬁ/'ﬂ/{/e




WALT ST PIERRE
§310 E. COLETTE ST

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St RECENVED /0 /s e
Washington, DC 20554 7/ 7 FEB - | 1993
Sir: FEB 0 ‘ ‘993 / FH)EM.

| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commission Proposed Rule Maki ARY
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Codef that is of serious interest to me for

several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fiy radio-controlled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of muitiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may losexontrol of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The piarfes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a persqrfystruck by a
“runaway” plane. _—1-3:

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful ;anenew
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of gu radios and
will kil! the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, a@engineenng
professions.

MdecanbuslmesmﬂacmeordisuibmimmsforR/Cwe(kJs radios mgines,accssorie:m) This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted. t '

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserveourprsentlevelsofsafay andkeepéacﬂonfrom
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

TUCSON, AZ §5710



ncuivey

Federal Communications Com(v' on

1919 M Street, NW -

Washington, DC 20554 ‘Q\;‘s 56 M FEB ! '993

Sir & FEDEAALCOMMMCATIONS COMMSIION
1 am writing to ygioncemﬁ}g F o unications Commlssaon Notice of Proposed Rule Makm BESCRERY

235. This rule has a sect: ncer 95 of the Code of Federal Regulations that is of serious interest to me for

several reasons - one of them bel

| fly radiocontrolied mod rafL NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an eagresmmangan Normally there is litle risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
ipigsferqnce possibijitigs introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot nanygieseecentrol of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in sesious-injumefor a person struck by a
“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the®viipe powasimissignals on the new;
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radios and
will W the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and engineering

professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.}). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted. Yy ) oro 7 2, vor ,

| respectfully ask that you protect our fr ies, preserve our present Ievels of safet), andKeep this action from

killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.
Very truly yours, ivo. of Copies rec'd ﬂ

ROBERT KLOEPPER /_/ , W ABCDE
3022 N. SOURDOUGH PL jﬁfx ;77]/ , '
¥ 4

TUCSON, AZ §5749
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}::c:zri; t;;r:er:ug\:;aaons '-EEOénr:as;:o‘gq 3 p { t— AL 4 f : : 2 /
Washington, DC 20554
sir- mmyﬂsw W as & W + M

I am writing to you c¢:.'%grl"g'E %{g‘ Communications Commission Notice of Proposed Rule Making PR Docket 92-
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal Regulations that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fiy radio-controlled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is littie risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a

“runaway” plane. 8

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signajsoon the new
frequencies is not avallable. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of ﬁ radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, and, engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use {kits, radios, engines, accessongetc .}. This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, afu keequcs action from

killi , Dy not
S

MICHAEL McCANN /SEAN McCANN Ftea 01 19
228 N. SCHRADER LANE ) 1953

TUCSON, AZ &
2 85748 FCC MAIL ROOM



r ............................................................. - NOUCIV bW
The Honorable John McCain

United States Senate RECEIVED FEB - 1 1993

Washington, DC 20510
Sir: = 1993 FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMISSION
FEBO 1Y

| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Commission Notice of Proposed Rule Mawm%
235. This rule has a section concerning Part & m eral Regulations that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety. ?‘?_‘,8 m e

| fiy radiocontrolied model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is litle risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radi®s and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children} to technology, aerospace, and e_r_g&gﬂgg

professions. —s  £¢/ ; -_— — — 3
Many American businesses ma e or distribute items for R/C use [kits, radios, engines, accessories,:_ﬂc.) and
there is a significant economic impact tb the Tucson area itself. This will all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted /77

| respectfully ask that you help us protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and is action
from killing the hobby, by heiping to defeat NPRM PR 92-235.

Veryfruly yours, /7
JACK SILVERS o, GfCOpiBSfec'__i__ S J&/
6625 E. GOLFLINKS RD LIIABCDE
TUCSON, AZ §5730 WW‘ @4—
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Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW FEB - 1 1993
Washington, DC 20554 Feo G 1 1993
Sir: FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Corﬁrgigimﬁggfﬂoposed Rule Ma%%%@yz

235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federa! Regulations that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fly radio<controlied model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could resuit in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on the new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children} to technology, aerospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep this action from

killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.
Very truly yours, ivo. of Copies rec'd___ﬁ___

BILL HEMPEL . 01 9
7025 EAST 21ST STREET _ListABCDE
TUCSON, AZ §5710




Federal C ications Commiss :
e sommunications MO D Pease, o not €nact Negwr e 92- 23S

Washington, DC 20554
Sir: FEB 01 1993

| am writing to you concerning Federal Com jcations Commission Notice of Proposed Rule Making PR Docket 92-
235. This rule has a section corﬁeﬁrﬁmarém Code of Federal Regulations that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fiy radiocontrolled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipmeltand as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are J&w, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may losgrontrol of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the pilot. The plaré,s",we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a persohStruck by a
“runaway” piane. P

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signalggn the new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of o§radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children) to technology, aerospace, a ineering
professions. o

. Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, E ). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep this action from
killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.

No. of : ., Very truly your
JACK GREEN ListA mm q‘-~-~-ﬁ-—:—-~ ‘Q

8701 S. KOLB RD #§-173
TUCSON, AZ §5746 7701 S Kolb Rd.
Jecson, AZ 85 706
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Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW -~ en
Washington, DC 20554 FES 01 1993 FEB - 1 1993
S FEDERAL CONMMICATIONS COMMSBION

FCC MAIL RC
| am writing to you concerning Federal Communications Comr’ﬁigi(gg} Mﬁce of Proposed Rule Makm m
235. This rule has a section concerning Part 95 of the Code of Federal Regulations that is of serious interest to me for
several reasons - one of them being safety.

| fly radiocontrolled model aircraft. NPRM PR 92-235 proposes the placing of multiple commercial-use frequencies
between those allocated by the FCC for R/C use. These new frequencies can be used on mobile equipment and as such
present an extreme danger. Normally there is little risk involved in this hobby and accidents are few, but the
interference possibilities introduced by this bill will change that. If this ruling is enacted, a pilot may lose control of a
plane any time one of the new transmitters began broadcasting within range of the piiot. The planes we fly are
relatively large and fly at significant speeds. Loss of control could result in serious injury for a person struck by a
“runaway” plane.

The technology required to upgrade our radios to where they could reject the more powerful signals on the new
frequencies is not available. Estimates on cost if it became available are many times the present cost of our radios and
will kill the hobby - a hobby that introduces many (including children} to technology, aerospace, and engineering
professions.

Many American businesses manufacture or distribute items for R/C use (kits, radios, engines, accessories, etc.). This will
all end if NPRM PR 92-235 is enacted.

| respectfully ask that you protect our frequencies, preserve our present levels of safety, and keep this action from

killing the hobby, by not enacting NPRM PR 92-235.
s rec'd Q

& -

Very truly yours

CHARLES SPRINGSTUN
6549 E. 39TH STREET
TUCSON, AZ §5730
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Federal Communications Commission FEB 01

1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554 , FCC MAIL ROOM

January 22, 1993

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering.an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (R/C) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easiiy be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for £ years. 1own 2 radios and _5__ model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide. Y

Thank you for your consideration.

S ES Dewe) L AAK (’%Wé |

[e !9 |
@Lp‘m/uwm-m) ‘;‘/712Q &6 32,4

iNo. of Coples rec'd_ﬁ__

LstABCDE




RECEIVED

RECEIVED FEB - 1 1993
FEB 0 1 1993 FEDERA COMMMCKTION RN
15am St,N¥W o0 MAIL ROOK ATy 21, 1592 e~
%asssrgngon, DC
Subject: NPRM PR Docket 92-235
Dear Sirs:

| am concerned about the frequency restructuring proposed by NPRM PR Docket 82-235,
with the insertion ofaddﬂo"r?gequn?ncies behwzgn%rloso curently assigned for modeling

and commercial users. | am very opposed to this proposal.

The addition of frequencies only 2.5 Khz away from many of the curently assigned
modeling frequencies will, ¥ adopted, render the $3500 of model radio equipment | own
worthless!

k has notbeen that Iong,)bocauae of decreased frequency spacing, that | had to replace
my equipment in order to continue my mode fiying without concern that my radio
equipment would endanggrr others! | no longer can afford the replacement cost of the

radio equipment | have. For me, this proposal would bring to an end the hobby | have
en}oyg for thirty years, and render useless thousands of doliars worth of model aircraft.

The proposal, if adopted, would not allow the operation of radio controlied mode! aircraft
wihout endangering the lives of others; both nearby and far away! The models I fly are
big, heavy, ragoarnd expensive. Knowing this, | take every precaution | can to operate
them in a safe manner. To do otherwise could resuk in a tragic accident involying
property, or worse people. There is no precaution | can take to prevent a accident
caused by interference by a mobile radio, broadcasting perhaps miles away, ona
frequency only 2.5Khz away from my radio!

Sirs, | urge you to reconsider this proposalt

k is for the above reasons that | plead that the proposal in NPRM PR Docket 92-235 to
add frequencies between the model and commercial frequencies not be adopted.

Sincerely,

%W
2'1037dnosermry Ct

Hemet, Ca, 02545

N0, 07 Gnvies rec'd ZS _

LSABCDE
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FEB - 1 1993
, TIONS COMMIBHION

FCC MAIL ROOM
F.C.C January 20 1993.

1919 M St. N.W.
Washington ,D.C. 20554

Subject NPRM PR Docket 92-235
Dear Sirs:

I am concerned about the impact of the frequency restructuring
proposed by NPRM PR Docket 92-235, and the insertion of additional
frequencies between those currently assigned for modeling and
commercial users.

I am very opposed to this proposal.

The proposal to allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of
frequencies available to us, eliminates safe use of at least 31 of the
50 channels on the 72 Mhz band and ten of the 30 frequencies on the 75
Mhz band now used by hobbyists. This action will have a severe,
detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C hobby industry.

Only a few years ago at great expense to myself I was required to
replace all of my radio equipment because of the reduction of the
frequency spacing from 20 Khz to 10 Khz. This action was necessary in
order to continue my model flying without concern that my equipment
would endanger others. Because of the present economic situation I no
longer can afford the replacement cost of the radio equipment I
presently own. For me this proposal would bring to an end the hobby I
have enjoyed for many years, and render useless thousands of dollars
worth of model aircraft.

Adoption of this proposal would preclude the safe operation of model
aircraft without endangering the lives and property of others, both
nearby and far away.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10Khz spacing between all
frequencies on 72 Mhz and 75 Mhz bands available for safe use by R/C
enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past thirty years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration. ::0& :Eé:?;pgsE rec‘d_l__

Sincerely,

Merie Miller Jr
36 W




Larry D. Wilkinson

828 Custer Ave.
Billings, MT. 59101

RECEIvEp
FEBQCKETILE COPY ORIGINALary 26, 1993
FCC FCC MAIL RoO RECEIVED

1919 M Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20554 | FEB - 1 1993
| FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS COMMSSION
To Whom this May Concern, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to you in regards to NPRM-PR Docket 92-235. If this proposal goes through it
would have a significant impact on myself and several million other people. There are several
concerns to this proposed frequency change by the FCC for Land Mobile Service.

It would be affecting mainly radio controlled airplanes & cars. I am personally involved in radio
controlled airplanes. I have 7 radio's (transmitters & receivers) for various airplanes, which
equates into a $8,000 - $10,000 investment. I also travel the region to different events
throughout the year. This is more than just a past time or hobby for some people.

Besides the monetary figures mentioned above there are safety factors to be considered. Some of
the planes I fly weigh around ten pounds, which in it self doesn't sound like much. Lets add that
this ten pound airplane is flying at a speed of 150 miles per hour. Now consider that because
there is only 2.5kHz separation between each channel and that the allowable tolerances could roll
into other channels and have some channels stacked on each other. Now we have a ten pound
airplane traveling 150 m.p.h., and now someone on a commercial radio turns on which interferes
with the channel the airplane is on, now we have an airplane that cannot be controlled. This will
result in an airplane loss of $1,000 to $2000 (average) plus the possible other property damage or
bodily injury where ever the plane may come down.

The previous 10 kHz channel separation difference worked out with the AMA (Academy of
Model Aeronautics) was to be a long term situation. This change resulted in hobbyists having to
update their transmitters & receivers at a cost of about $100 each. With the new proposed
changes, prices would be higher according to the companies that manufacture these radio's. They
are making statements that a 4 channel radio that now costs about $150 would sell for about
$1400. I believe this to be a little high but it is a possibility because of the equipment that would
be needed to meet the proposed operating specs.

The proposed change from 10kHz to 2.5kHz channel separation would reduce our safety margin
by 75% while increasing the price of the equipment about 900%. This is not in the best interest of

the public due to safety problems.
Please consider all of the above and do not allow this proposal to become a reality.

WNo. oi Copies rec'd Q

LstABCDE

Regards,
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW Foc
Washington, DC 20554 MAIL RoOM

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (R/C) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-23S replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 7S MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I’d have no way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for __"7 years. I own _ S _ radios and __ 2 model
elicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75§ MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and

enjoyment of people nationwide.
Sincerely,

Thank you for your consideration.

io. oi Copies rec'd l?

LstABCDE




