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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:
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FCC MAIL ROOM

It has recently come to my anention 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 (RIC) 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 RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC 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 SO 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 tbe entire RIC 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 5"' years. I own~ radios and~ 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 RIC 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 Kbz spadnl bet"een all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC eatbu....... Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and ..... much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.
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FCC
1919 M Street, NW
Waahington, DC 20554

Gentleaen:

fEB - 11993
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I a. a .e.ber o£ Southern Arizona Modeler., which i. a
radio control Model airplane club in Tucson. I aM writing
to voice My concern over a propo.ed ruling by the FCC,
"Notice of Propo.ed Rule Making (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235)11.

A portion o£ this rule concern. Part 95 o£ the Code of
Federal Regulation., which i. about frequencies. You are
proposing to assign two (2) new frequencie. between each of
the presently a ••igned frequencie.. These new frequencies
would be for Mobile use.

The.e new frequencies will have a devastating iMpact on
the sport of RCM (radio controlled Modeling). Fir.t, the
additional frequencies will have the potential o£
interfering with our pre.ent frequencie.. This will cau.e a
loaa of control, and the potential de.truction of our aodel
aircraft. Second, technology to upgrade our radios ia not
available at present, and the coat, now, and in the future,
would be prohibitive to the aajority of aodelers. Third, it
would Make the aize of receivers to large to be practical
for all radio controlled aodels.

If this proposed rule change take. effect it will kill
the aport of Radio Control Modeling for the average per.on.
I urge you to conaider the iMpact that PRK-PR Docket 92-235
will have on the sport of Racio Controled Kodeling, and the
thouaands who are involved in it.

Thank you,

WilliaM Gillen
5164 N. Pontatoc Rd.
Tucson, AZ 85718-6113

No. of Copiesrec'd~
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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 (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Pan 90 of your
rules with a new Pan 88. Pan 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Pan 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 willlike1y be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental Impact upon me and the entire RIC 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 ot knowing about. This creates a severe health haard.

I have been involved in this hobby for _,_ years. I own .-.J...... radios and L 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 RIC 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 aD frequencies on 7S MHz
and 72 MHz bands avallable for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please dOD't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 yean and has so much Investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

No. OT CoplesreC'd~
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 m street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

__...exuMl[I

Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR Docke~~

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control Illodel
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the radio control frequencies will
render them useless. That ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe some of the radio spectrum must be reserved
for- the hobby user as sonle land in cities must be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 111hz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

Sincerely,

i/--w.#r-
AMA number

.30/'13 7 5 i'~c. of CopIes rec'd----1i
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 m street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554
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Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PRDockN~

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control model
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the r~ldio control fre(juencies will
render them useless. That ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to us much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe sOlne of the radio spectrum must be reserved
for the hobby user as some land in cities must be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 mhz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

Sincerely,

f)o~-J34'
l:3~x~G.~

"6,0Jv~ rr-l ()N 0 R\
Cl730 I

AMA number
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Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR DockeN!m'MY

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control model
aircraft. We are now using those 72 Mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the radio control frequencies will
render them useless. That ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe some of the radio spectrum must be reserved
for the hobby user as sonle land in cities must be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 Mhz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

Sincerely,

&rJtG"// 6K'/rf'lT#
I!(), 13"b>l-.. t7.)-.1

}JesKo lAJ J\J 012-
.)to/' ? / rf-9
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Members of the Commission: ( NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

I am a member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics and
regularly engage in the flying of radio control model
aircraft. We are now using those 72 mhz frequencies
allocated, in the recent past, by the FCC for radio
control aircraft use. If NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 is
implemented new Mobile Land Service frequency
allocations 2.5mhz from the radio control frequencies will
render them useless. That ultra narrow band frequency
spacing is incompatible for radio control use. Model
aircraft weighing up to as much as 50 pounds will go out
of control in the presence of such radio signals and they
will crash. There is no receiver technology that permits
such narrow band use.

We believe some of the radio spectrum must be reserved
for the hobby user as some land in cities must be reserved
for open green space for parks and recreation. We urge
you to not tamper with that portion of the 72 mhz in which
we now operate. Thank you.

AMA number

No. or CopiesreC'd~
U;;: fd3 CD E



Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

[Date]

FEB - 11993

f7/73R~
FEB - , 1993

FCC MAIL ROOM

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 (RIC) 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 RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Kbz 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 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 RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or belicopter 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 J'X years. I own .-l- radios and -L model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my bobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed role changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz speclDl between aD frequencies on 7S MHz
and 72 MHz bands available tor safe use by RIC entbusl.sts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and hu so much investment of money and
enjoyment ot people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

No. of CopiesreC'd~
U3~td3C 0 E
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Letter to FCC FEB - 11993
Regarding FCC Rule Making

[Date] j~~ ~(. \C\ClRE~sea::-

fEB -11993Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

I am a hobby retailer who sells many radios, radio-controlled models, and related products in
my store. In addition, I sell train products, plastic model kits and other related hobby products.

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Commnications Commission (FCC)
is considering an action that has the potential to destroy my business and that of thousands of
other retailers nationwide like me. The proceeding is PR Docket 92·235.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
roles with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC 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 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30 frequencies on
75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

If adopted the new role will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
RIC model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability. It will create a significant
safety risk and severty damage a billion dollar industry. Loss of RIC sales will hamper my ability to
stay in business to sell other hobby items as well.

I urge you to reconsider this action. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75
MHz and 72 MHz frequencies avallable for safe use by RIC 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.

Thank you for your consideration.

. A-1 Hobbtes
720 Gross Rd.

Mesquite, TX 75149

No. of Copiesrec'd~
L:s:A Be DE
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Regarding FCC Rule Making
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I am very concerned about the propoleCl rule that I. currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding Is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usabfllty of trequendes currently assigned tor RIC model use
and Increase the risk ot acddents and attendant liablUty.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, ourradio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by Rl,C enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile usem 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 (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cm and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact,
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operatom
and bystandem and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. H the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may DOt think we are as important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable mveSUDent in our models and in our radio
equipment It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of peotSle like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the sate enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-Z35 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help
urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals trom going into effect.

No. of Copiesrec'd~
'-1:.;: ABe DE



Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

[Date] RECEIVED

FEB-1m3

FCC MAIL ROOM
RECEIVED

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (Fcfte - 11993
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. FEDERM.C<MUICAl'D8CCJl8H

a:FU(J11IatMY
Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Pan 90 of your

rules with a new Pan 88. Pan 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Pan 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 SO chamels on the n MHz 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 bave a severe, detrimental Impact upon me and the entire RIC bobby
industry. It put Into effect, my airplane or heUcopter could easily be sbot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have DO way of knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for -1IL.. years. I own -l- radios and --L- 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 RIC 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 urae you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz Spaclnl between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and bas 10 mucb investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank:. you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~~o. oi Copies rec'd--.:f1
L:~' t~ BCD E



Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:
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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 (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters. cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Pan 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC.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 RIC 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~ years. I own .2....- radios and i!L 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 RIC 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 spadna between aD frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this bobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and bas so much investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

O~~ L,~~Jk~

No. Of Copies rec'd--.:ti-
UstABC DE



Janu~ry 27, 1993

Federal Communications
1919 M street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Fede~~naI~
Communications commission (FCC) is considering an action t~~NW
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 .a Dook.~ 12-235
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface .odels 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 use by hobbyists. In fact, more
channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a .evere, 4e~ri.ental impact UPOD •• an4
the entire R/C hobby industry. If put into .ffect, .y airplane cou14
easily be shot out of the sky by a mobile user 1'4 have no way of
knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for three years. I own five
radios and ten 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, there proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoYment.

I urqe you to reconsider this. K.ep 10 Khz spacinq be~•••D all
frequencies on 75 IOIz and 72 IOIz band. available for .af. us. by a/c
enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby that has qroVD
tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of
money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,~

~~~
James Harris
Route 1, Box 216-A
Superior, WI 54880
(715) 394-8308 i'~o. of Copies rec'd--1l.-
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P. Maurice Bishea
6015 Forty-Second Avenue
KemJsha, Wisconsin 53141

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
WaShington, DC 20554

Sirs:

I am writing in opposition to Proposed Rule Making in PRDocket 92-235 which replaces Part 90
ofyourrulcs with a new Pan 88. .
For recreation. I·have been an avid radio-conttolled model airplane pilOL I am concerned that if
adopted the newrule Will greatly reduce the frequencies currently assignedto RIC model use and
will has the potential ofincreasing the risk ofaccidents (and potential liability) to my hobby.

When operated at dub sit~,RlC flyers go to great lengths to assure rhe safety of the operatorsand
.bystanders. f\:{any safety precautio:ns involve the careful coordination and use of the ra4io control
frequencies. If the number of these frequencies is diminished as proPosed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin ofsafety will be diminished.

Additionally, I s~e no reason why we should continually take from individual citizens so that
business ... in this case atthe request ofMotorola ... can expand. Such aetionsby you greatly
concern me.

I will appreciate you looking imothis matter and it is my hope that your support will be for the
many who actively pursue this hobby..

Sincerely,

~/P



Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554
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Dear Sirs: fB8IL~'PJlJr ,__=-'-~
a:n:E(JlHESECRETARY

It has recently come to my attmtion that the Federal CcJmmunications Commission (FCC) is
considering an don that will severely limit and potemia1ly eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model ailplanes, helicopterS, cars and boats.

<"

Your Notice of Proposed 'Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Pan 90 of your
rules with a·new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface. models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC 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 SO 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 ~e1y be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into efl'ect, 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 L- years. I own ..:2.- radios am~ model
airplanes. helicopters. cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors. cIlargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to suppan my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed role changes will affect a
lot of people' economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urae you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz &pacini between aD trequendel on 7S MHz
and 72 MHz bands available tor sate use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eUmInate· this hobby
that hu arown tremendously over the past 30 yean and hu so much investment of money and
e!\Joyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely.

No. of Copiesrec'd~
UstABC 0 E
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fEDEIW.C(IIIUIK',ATOtSC<IIII8lIOt
Alton Ryder (FFUOFTHESECRETMY
29 Lamson Road
Mont Vernon, NH 03057

603) 673-1776

Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington,DC 20000

Ie FCC NPRM PR Docket 92-235

Gentlemen:

It has come to my attention that the FCC is considering a reallocation of the
radio spectrum in the 72 mHz band, a band that just recently finished a
transition from the last reallocation there. I don't know if this reallocation is
sensible or not, but I do know there will be a significant impact on myself and
others.

This band is used by hobbyists such as myself to control model airplanes in
flight and.by commercial services such as pagers. I presume that the
reallocation will have little impact on the pagers, but the impact on the
hobbyist will be severe. My new and expensive radio gear will become utterly
unusable.

I have these three primary concerns:

1. The timing, of this next transition may be precipitous.

Depending upon when the new rules take effect, we may have to junk
equipment that is still under warranty. That would be unfair.

2. The carrier tolerance being considered is absolutely unreasonable.

The new services would be allowed to operate inadvertently but legally on
top of our frequencies. This is so horrible it must be a mistake in drafting
the proposal.

3. The combination of tolerance, power, and crowding is unacceptable when
the new service equipment is also mobile. Their attacks are unpredictable.

I appreciate your consideration of my position. Please keep me apprised of the
proceedings.

No. of Copiesrec'd~
U:;:!~BCDE
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

RECEIVED
January 25, 1993 FlB - 11993
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r

It has recently come to my attention 1bai the FCderIl Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will~y liinit and potenliaDy eliminate a very imponant hobby of mine,
radio controlled (R/C) model airplaIM;s. helicopters, em aDd boats.

Your NOlice of PropoIedRule Making (NPRM) ill PR Doc:tet ,.z.235~ Part 90 of your
rules with a DeW Pan 88. Part 90 a1Iowsfor safe use of It,(:: aiJcraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users aDd flequeDda used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile UIeII OIl frequeDties within 2.5 ICbz of frequencies available to us.
eliminadng safe use of It least 31 of the 50 chllJDt1s OIl the 72 MHz baDd and 10 of the 30
fiequencies on the 75 MHz band DOW used by bobbyisIs. In fIct. mOle channels willlike1y be
affected.

This action will bave a IIYIn, detrlmentall...-et upon me and the entire RIC bobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or be1Icopter could euIIy be Ibot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of Imowina about. TbiI c:reates a severe health hazard.I-aiD IbiI~ for~-.1-.L.radios and 4-model
airplanes. heli em boats. In .addidon. I have DUIIleIOUS eqiDes. motors. chargers. field
accessories and other necessary to support my hobby. When you consider theIe are huncImds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just lite me. these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people ecxrjica1lYand in tenDS of enjoymOm.

I

I urae you to rec:oasider tbII. Keep 10 KIa IIetw.. aU ~ueDdes on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz baD. avaUabie for ale ... by RIC PI.. don't eliminate this bobby
that bas II'OWD tremendouSly over the put 30 yean and bu 10 JqUCh Investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincere~lY'. . d J
fro =ltAde£Sn--

Lynn A. Henderson

Nr.:. of Coples rec'd '1l
L;:;::... aCDE
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my atteDtiaa that the Pedaal Comrmmicalions Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very imponant hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, can and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule MakinI (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Pan 90 allows for safe use of M: aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commeroial users IDlI frequalcies uaed by RIC endmsiasts. 1be new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequalcies witbin 2..5 ICJIz of frequalcies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at le_ 31 of the 50 cbamels OIl the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz ba1d DOW used by bobbyiItI. In fICt, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a IeY8'e, detri....talllIII*t upoII _ and the mtire RIC bobby
industry. If put Into etrect, my airplane or heIlcapter could euily be lIbot out of the .y by a
mobile user I'd have no way of Imowina about. ThII creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for L)'eIIL I own --6.- radios and~ model
airplanes, belicopters~ boats. In addition. I have lUDerDUS engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my bobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me. these proposed JUle changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urae you to rtCOIIIIder tid&. Keep 10 Klu: ..... betwe. all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available tor ate UII! by RIC entia..... PI.. don't ellndnate this hobby
that has II'OWD tremendouSly over the put 30 years and hu 10 much Investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely.
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

[Date]

RECEIVED

FEB - 11993

FCC~D

F'EB - 11993
FEDERl.CQII_.CCIII8SK*

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commi~IPETARV
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 Pan 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.S Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 1Oof 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 RIC 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 ot knowing about. This creates a severe health hazard.

I have been involved in this hobby for20 years. I own~ radios and -l.!- 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 RIC 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 tor sate use by RIC entbusiutL Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 yean and has so much Investment ot money and
enjoyment ot people nationwide.

1bank.you for your consideration.

No. of Copiesrec'd~
L;>'. J'd3 CDE
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To:- Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

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, namely, radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes,
helicopters 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 RIc aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies
used by RIc enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users
use of 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 effect upon
me and the entire RIc hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user lid have no way of knowing about. This would create a
disastrous situation in which physical injury, perhaps fatal, and
property damage could occur.

I have been involved in this hobby for 1 years. I own +
radios and Jrmodel planes, ftelicop~ers, Q&PS and b8••s. In
addition, I have numerous engines, and much expensive equipment
to support my hobby. When you consider that there are hundreds of
thousands of other RIc hobbyists in the USA just like me, you may
appreciate that these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of
people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this Proposal. Keep 10 Khz spacing
between all frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHz bands available for
safe use by RIc enthusiasts. Please donlt eliminate this hobby,
which not only of great pleasure for many, but also a
constructive activity that has encouraged youngsters to follow
careers in the sciences.

Thank you for your consideration.

SincerelYpo~



To:- Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs,

It has recently come to my attention
Communications Commission(FCC) is considering
will severely limit and potentially eliminate
hobby of mine, namely, radio controlled (RIc)
helicopters and boats.

RECEIVED
FEB - , 1993

FCC MAIL ROOM.
RECEivED

FEB-1M3
FElSW.CCIM~COItSP

that therlfiWRJPMV
an action that
a very important
model airplanes,

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 RIc airc~aft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies
used by RIc enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users
use of 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, detrime~tal effect upon
me and the entire RIc hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user lid have no way of knowing about. This would create a
disastrous situation in which physical injury, perhaps fatal, and
property damage could occur.

I have been involved in this hobby for ,,;>..,'tyears. I own I b

radios and \~modelcPlan~, helicopters, cars and boats. In
addition, I have numerous engines, and much expensive equipment
to support my hobby. When you consider that there are hundreds of
thousands of other RIc hobbyists in the USA just like me, you may
appreciate that these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of
people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this Proposal. Keep 10 Khz spacing
between all frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHz bands available for
safe use by RIc enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby,
which not only of great pleasure for many, but also a
constructive activity that has encouraged youngsters to follow
careers in the sciences.

Thank you for your consideration.

SinCerelY'~~ No. Of Copiesrec'd~
I ,... , ,f, ~ CDE
w,),hu



Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

_ ... o1,--~"""i"~

[Date] /' 2 b--9 3
DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

RECEIVED
FEB-'19fJ

FCC MAIL ROOM

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 imponant hobby of mine,
radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92·235 replaces Pan 90 of your
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RK:: aircraft and surface models by keeping
10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC 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 SO 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 RIC 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 2..2. years. I own L radios and ~:<. model
airplanes,~e;, eRrs and ""c. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to suppon my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed role changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between aD frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC entbUllasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
that has grown tremendously over the past 30 yean and has so much Investment of money and
enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

No. aT Copies rec'd--.:!l
U:;tABC DE
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington DC 20554

In re: PR Docket 92-235

Gentlemen:

ep r; n1lU;10' '1{'R8 ~I-V f;1.J ,,~,:

FF~'~ 1··f99r93'

FC$'~.\i..'-REA3QOM "

RECEIVED

fEB - 11993

FEDERAl.WltUNlCAT~S C(IIM!SSION
(fFD: (fTHE lECRETARY

The FCC is considering an action that will influence an important hobby of mine, Radio
Controlled model airplanes.

NPRM in PR U:>cket 92-235 replaces part ~ of )Our rules with a new Part 88, dlanging
the 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC
enthusiasts. Mobile users will affect those dlannels, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
them.

I have invested much money in this hobby that I find so enjoyable. The reason I bought
new "1991" safe 'narrow band' equipment is to reduce the possibility of my remote
control aircraft suffering radio interference and crashing; possibly endangering life and
property. If)Ou were to implement these new rules it would be a safety hazard, reduce
the usability of the available dlannels, and seriously effect the economic health of the
hobby.

Such action would be intolerable and not balanced by any consideration for other
business. I urge )Ou to NaT adopt this new rule.
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Uraent: Serlou, problem with~

77-6/13
RECEIVED

FEB - 11993
Dear Sirs:

FEOERAlCCIIUDTDltXJIISSION

PI.,e help mel My hobby is the construction and operation of radioco~~
airplanes. I have been in this hobby for many years and have a considerable investment
in it. It is a wonderful hobby for young and old. Also, I have many friends in this hobby.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92
235. If adopted, the new rules will absolutely cause radio interference on the majority of
frequencies currently assigned for RC model aircraft use. Safety is very important in this
hobby.

Our RC frequencies are in the 72 • 76 MHz band. We share this band with the private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, now the FCC wants to create more land mobile
frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging this band. The
mobile frequencies will be separated by 5 KHz but they will bracket the RC frequencies by
only 2.5 KHz. This will cause interference on the RC channels. In addition the technical
,peclflcatlon, for the new mobil. equipment allow, a frequency tolerance
which could place th.lr ,Ignal directly on an Re channel.

Can you imagine all the RC airplanes, each costing several hundred dollars or more, that
will be crashing to the ground because someone uses a "mobile" telephone in the vicinity.
We modelers have controls and rules in place to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and also the protection of surrounding property. But there will be no protection
against these new frequencies because they are "mobile" and we would never know
where they are.

The frequency changes are proposed by the FCC Land Mobile Service. The FCC has
issued a Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPAM - PR Docket 92-235)

All over the country there are organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. Spectators often number in the thousands at these events. This hobby
prOVides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and my
family. Please help keep model aviation safe. .

Ibi.FCC must not be allowed to carrv ouU1s DroposalJ.for the 72 - 7§ ~and==.

Sincerely No. or Copiesrec'd~

!?J tAJ ;h~e ~~"-=-;A_8_CD_E _

7(') 7 ~5tJ~1bf'\lr Dr.
'FT: tda-7"e TP/, 'ftFOy



Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Urgent: Serious problem withp~

Dear Sirs:

RECEIVED

fEB - 1"'ECEIVED
FCC MArl AOau.

ff8 - 11993

FED8W.CXMUD.CCII.1a
Please help mel My hobby is the construction and operation. of radio contrdll§~MV
airplanes. I have been in this hobby for many years and have a considerable investment
in it. It is a wonderful hobby for young and old. Also, I have many friends in this hobby.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-
235. If adopted, the new rules will absolutely cause radio interference on the majority of
frequencies currently assigned for RC model aircraft use. Safety is very important in this
hobby.

Our RC frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. We share this band with the private land
mobile dispatch operations. However, now the FCC wants to create more land mobile
frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging this band. The
mobile frequencies will be separated by 5 KHz but they will bracket the RC frequencies by
only 2.5 KHz. This will cause interference on the RC channels. In addition the technical
specifications for the new mobile equipment allows a frequency tolerance
which could place their signal directly on an RC channel.

Can you imagine all the RC airplanes, each costing several hundred dollars or more, that
will be crashing to the ground because someone uses a "mobile" telephone in the vicinity.
We modelers have controls and rules in place to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and also the protection of surrounding property. But there will be no protection
against these new frequencies because they are "mobile" and we would never know
where they are.

The frequency changes are proposed by the FCC Land Mobile Service. The FCC has
issued a Notice of Proposed Rufe Making (NPRM - PR Docket 92-235)

All over the country there are organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. Spectators often number in the thousands at th$se events. This hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and my
family. Please help keep model aviation safe. .

The FCC myst not be allowed to cwrv out ils proDOsaJ.I,for the 72 - 76 MHi band.

Sincerely

;it~
1"/7J S ,,'10 ~ ...c ..~
r r: vurl-7tVce IAI LfG r JS

f-ro. oi Copiesrec'd~
t);-, ABC DE


