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January 23, 1993

James J. Schmidt
1906 Katherine Ct.
Mahomet, IL 61853

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

RECEIVED

FEB 2 '993 CHfCA~
Mr. Phil Bradford RE Q..IU-o1550 N.W. Highway, Room 306 FCC. MA'L DrUIol.a ;1:: V t:
Park Ridge, IL 60068 ~. Cf7--J).; 3!::J PEB - 2 1993
Dear Mr. Bradford: ~ FEDBW.CGII".FBIDN

I want to let you know that I am opposed to a change that the FCC is planni8r11~is
change, if implemented, will have a devastating effect on me; so I am asking you to consider
abandoning plans to make this change.

My hobby is building and flying radio-controlled model airplanes. I've been enjoying this
hobby since 1971, and it is now also my career, as I am involved in the manufacturing of RIC model
kits (Great Planes Model Manufacturing, Urbana, IL). I am a member of the local RIC club, with a
membership of 140 members.

When we fly these airplanes, we must be very careful that there are no other radio
transmissions on the same frequencies as our RIC transmitters. If I am flying an RIC model, and
a different transmitter is emitting radio waves on (or very close to) my frequency, it is very likely that
I will lose control of my model. With a model traveling at a speed of 100 mph, even brief and
intermittent loss of control can be disastrous.

At the present time, the FCC has allotted several specific frequencies on which we may
operate exclusively. Our RIC "channels" are evenly spaced, and the FCC also permits operation
of other radio transmitters (pager systems, etc.) on frequencies that are halfway between our present
frequencies. This frequency spacing is quite close (10kHz), but we now have very high quality radio
control systems that can operate safely in this environment; and we know who these adjacent users
are, so we can monitor their transmissions and identify if they would be a potential interference with
any of our channels.

The Federal Communications Commission is now proposing to allow radio operation on
frequencies that would be "sandwiched" between our current channels and those currently permitted
for other users, only 2.5 kHz away from our current frequencies. The resulting frequency spacing
would be much too close for RIC airplane operations to continue reliably, without interference. The
proposed new frequency allotments would go to "land mobile radio users." Not only would we not
be able to identify or predict when these units would be operating in the area, but their frequencies
would be so close to ours that their operation would most certainly cause loss"of control of our
airplanes.

The proposed change is known as: Federal Communication Commission's Notice of
Proposed Rule Making (NPRM -PR Docket 92-235). If this change is implemented, I believe it
would put an end to our current ability to reliably and safely fly model airplanes by radio control.
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There are hundreds of thousands of modelers in the USA who currently enjoy RIC airplanes
as a sport and hobby. There are over 1000 people in the Champaign/Urbana area who are
employed as a direct result of the Radio Control hobby industry (Hobbico, Horizon Hobby Distributors
and Hobby Dynamics). Each RIC airplane represents a considerable investment of time and money,
and it is very important that we have a reliable method of controlling them. To allow operation by
other transmitters only 2.5 kHz away from our frequencies would destroy that reliability and
confidence, and would be a real blow to this hobby.

When you are using a cordless phone and you hear some static, that's annoying; but when
operating an RIC airplane and your radio link with the airplane encounters interference, it could mean
a crash and the loss of hundreds (and in some cases thousands) of dollars of equipment. There's
a big difference in how "clear" a channel must be, depending on its use.

Please do what you can to prevent this rule change from taking place, and encourage the
FCC to develop an alternative plan that would not compromise our ability to have full control over
our model airplanes.

Thank you very much!

Sincerely,

9---9-~
James J. Schmidt

F. C. C. ""I\~~'
'l"Gl"t~~~ IN C -
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1702 Hickory Dr.
Mahomet, IL 61853
January 13, 1993

Federal Communications Commission
Mr. Phil Bradfred
1550 N.W. Highway - Room 306
Park Ridge, IL 60068

Dear Mr. Bradferd:

~n?~~ft~ission has issued a ~Q!i~~

hich, if implemented, will
ed model frequency use.

f\ECE'"eo
ff6 'l ,~~
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Qf e[QQQ§~g B~l~ ~~~iD9 (NPRM -PR ~I\
have a profoundly negative effect on radio

I belong to an Academy of Model Aeronautics (AMA) .chartered radio controlled
model airplane club of 143 members. Your proposed rules would severely impact
my ability to safely enjoy this recreational activity. They would also render
my present radio equipment obsolete! This would be a considerable financial
loss to me. The radio equipment I presently use is state-of-art equipment. I
have, just recently (1991), voluntarily upgraded my radio equipment in order
to co-exist safely with the commercial users that now share the 72 MHz band
with me. The ability to further upgrade in order to safely operate in the
proposed environment, to my knowledge, is not possible with existing
technology. Technology capable of safely operating with a 2.5 MHz bandwidth,
if and when available, would be beyond the means of the hundreds of thousands
of active radio control enthusiasts that now safely use the 72 MHz and 75 MHz
bands.

Champaign, IL, where I am located, is one, if not the major location of the
established and healthy radio controlled model industry. I know many members
who work in the industry or have friends and relatives who do. The limiting
of activity in radio control modeling would reduce demand for the products
supplied by these businesses, which would result in the 1055 of jobs for some
of these members and friends. The industry employs several hundred other area
residents who would also feel the negative impact of your new rules.

It is very unfair of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of
land mobile radio users at the expense of the present users of the 72 MHz and
75 MHz bands. I ask that you reconsider your thinking on the portion of PR
Docket 92-235 that affects the hundreds of thousands of present users of the
72 MHz and 75 MHz bands.

Yours truly,
,IAN 2 51993

Don Senn
CHICAGO. ILL
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Dear Mr. Bradford

Mr. Phil Bradford
1550 N.W. Highway Room 306
Park Ridge, II. 60068

RECEVED

FfB - 21993

fB)EIW. ---FCC. MAll~ (flU lMESSJlTtaY
I have been interested in avi at ion dS long as I can remember. ~ am

very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating
radio controlled model airplanes. I personally own 1 radio, 1 RIC model
and have a workshop full of other products necessary to operating my
models. I am concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under
consideration by the er Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Doc et 92-23~. If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability frequen es currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk accid s and attendant liability.

.----...-----~,

Our radio controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio controlled 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 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 (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
MHz band (for RIC cars 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 operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of
radio frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies are diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will became 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 users at the expense of the radio controlled
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radio, but we have considerable investment 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 of hours of enjoyment to
hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of commercial aviation industry.

,'AN 2 5 1993

Sincerely
Connie J. Barnd

~;IJ~
134 Westview Drive
Mattoon, II. 61938

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carr'y out its proposal PR 92-235 for the 72-76
band. We all need your help urgently because the FCC has a deadlin
February 26, 1993 after which it may become more difficult to avoid
these proposals from going into effect.
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STATE OF ILLINOIS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
DISTRICT OFFICE
108 E. ANTHONY

URBANA, ILLINOIS 61801
(217) 328·4242

SPRINGFIELD OFFICE
ROOM 300 STATE HOUSE

SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62706
(217) 782-8173

COMMITTEES:

JUDICIARY I
REAL ESTATE LAW
RULES

COMMISSION:
LEGISLATIVE AUDIT

COMMISSION

TIMOTHY V. "TIM" JOHNSON
ASSISTANT REPUBLICAN LEADER

104TH DISTRICT

January 21, 1993

Mr. Phil Bradford
Federal Communications Commission
1550 N.W. Highway Rm 306
Park Ridge, IL 60068

FEDE\W.CCIIUICAdC<llllSSK*
cm:e (J11tEmETARY

some concerned constituents are, I
Your examination and response will be

Dear Mr. Bradford:

The enclosed letters from
believe, self-explanatory.
greatly appreciated.

Thank you for your attention.

~Timothy V. Jo son
state Representative
Assistant Minority Leader

TVJ:sar

enclosures

CHrCAGO. IIi..
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The Honorable Timothy Johnson
108 E. Anthony Drive
Urbana, II. 61801

Dear Representative Johnson

3309 W. William
Ch~sn. II. 61821
Jan 17, 1993

O~
}'~8 1,,~

~C ~ ~
C\..... ~J'
~,

I seek your assistance in preventing the implementation of
the Federal Communication Commission's Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (NPRM -PR Docker 92-235) which, if implemented, will have
a profoundly negative effect on radio controled model frequency
use.

I am a member of Academy of Model Aeronautics (JUm), I am a
member of a radio control club with about 150 members. Your
proposed rules would severely impact our ability to enjoy this
recreational activity. They would also render my present radio
-equipment obsolete, while it is only 18 to 2~ months old. In
1991 we upgraded our radios to be able to co-exit with the
cOlllllercial users that now share the 72 MHz band with us now. The
,ability to further upgrade in order to safely operate in the
proposed environment to my knowledge is not passible with
existing technology, if and when available, would beyond the
means of hundreds of thousands of radio controlled enthusiasts
that now use the 72 MHz bands.

It is very unfair of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
present users of the 72 MHz band. I ask that you reconsider your
thinking on the PR Docket 92-235 that effects the hundreds of
thousands of present users of the 72 MHz band.

EDWARD L. ALVIS

,IAN 2 61993



1702 Hickory Dr.
Mahomet, IL 61853
January 13, 1993

The Honorable Timothy Johnson
108 E. Anthony Drive
Urbana, IL 61801

Dear Representative Johnson:

We seek your assistance in preventing the implementation of the Federal
Communication Commission's ~Q!i~~ Qf ErQEQ~~Q B~l~ ~~~iD9 (NPRM -PR Docket 92
235) which, if implemented, will have a profoundly negative effect on radio
Icontrolled model frequency use.

We are an Academy of Model Aeronautics (AMA) chartered radio controlled model
airplane club of 143 members. The proposed rules would severely impact our
ability to safely enjoy this recreational activity. They would also render
our present radio equipment obsolete! This would be a considerable financial
loss to us. The radio equipment we presently use is state-af-art equipment.
We have, just recently (1991), voluntarily upgraded our radio equipment in
order to co-exist safely with the commercial users that now share the 72 MHz
band with us. The ability to further upgrade in order to safely operate in
the proposed environment, to our knowledge, is not possible with existing
technology. Technology capable of safely.operating with a 2.5 MHz bandwidth,
if and when available, would be beyond the means of the hundreds of thousands
of active radio control enthusiasts that now safely use the 72 MHz and 75 MHz
bands.

Champaign, IL, where we are located, is one, if not the major location of the
established and healthy radio controlled model industry. We have many members
who work in the industry or have friends and relatives who do. The limiting
of activity in radio control modeling would reduce demand for the products
supplied by these businesses, which would result in the loss of jobs for some
of these members and friends. The industry employs several hundred other area
residents who would also feel the negative impact of their new rules.

It is very unfair of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of
land mobile radio users at the ey.pense of the present users of the 72 MHz and
75MHz bands. We ask your help and support 1n persuading the FCC to reconsider
their thinking on the portion cf PR Docket 92-235 that affects the hundreds of
thousands of present users of the 72MHz and 75MHz bands.

F. C. C.
'NG'NEE:~ IN CJ-lAor-:,

Yours truly,

Champaign County Rcldio Contr·ol Club
Don Senn, President

JAN 2 61993

CHICAGO. JLL.
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Dear Mr. Bradford

Mr. Phil Bradford
1550 N.W. Highway Room 306
Park Ridge, II. 60068

RECEllIED
FfB' I)

c 199J
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I have been interested in aviation as long as I can remember. I am

very active in a local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating
radio controlled model airplan I personally own 7 radios, 12 RIC models
and have a workshop full er products necessary to operating my
models. I am concerned proposed rule that is currently under
consideration by the ommunications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docke If adopted the new rule will greatly
reduce the usability of e ncies currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio controlled frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we have been ahle 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 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 (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
MHz band (for RIC cars 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 operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve ttle careful coordination and use of
radio frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies are 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 users at the expense of the radio controlled
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radio, but we have considerable investment 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 of hours of enjoyment to
hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR 92-235 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 from going into effect.

Sincerely

Bz;;a#AJ
134 Westview Drive
Mattoon, 11. 61938
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TO:

FF.~OM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Gentlemen,

FCC
Attn: Land Mobile Division
F.~m5202

2025 M Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Bernard L. Price
14 Cc.ncord Dr i ve
East Brunswick, NJ 08816

January 29, 1993

PR Docket 92-235

RECEIVED

PE8 - 21993

The proposed rule change cited above will, if enacted, threaten
both the safety and actual existance of my hobby, Radio Conrol
Modeling. The technical problems involved here are addressed in
Part 95 of the FCC Rules and are as follows:

1. The restructuring inserts two new frequencie~ between those
presently assigned for modeling use and commercial user'.

2. The power of the commercials exceeds ours by a factor of 4.
3. The band width separation between the commercial land

mobile systems and ours would be a mere 2,5 KHz from many
.:,f ours.

4. The mobile signals may radiate from any quadrant.

As a retired person, this hobby provides not only many hours of
pleasure and companionship, but also the technical challenge,
which frankly is quited mentally stimulating. A consideration you
may not be aware of is the close affiliation and interaction
which occurs between the members of this hobby and some of the
younger population, which generates aviation interest, leading to
careers in both civilian and military areas.

Further, in my own case. I built my first aircraft model at the
age of 13, more years ago than I wish to contemplate. During this
time, as would be expected, quite an outlay of money was
necessary. Presently, I must have between $4-5000 involved in the
hobby, what with over a dozen Radio Control Sets and close to
twenty models r some of which weigh upto 20 pounds.

This brings up the matter of safety, which upto this time has
been tightly controlled and promoted by a combination of two
organizations, The AMA (Academy of Model Aeronautics) and the
FCC. Most hobbyists fly in public or Green Acres areas. The
inherent danger of the proposed rule change very well may
,jec.pardize the bLlilt-in safety marqin!' predi,:ated upc)n the

No. of Copies rec'd:...--....Ll..5-__
UstABCDE



present bandwidth separation. It seems that the efforts of all
parties upto the present time to limit the liability and ensure
the saftey of both hobbyists and the general public will be
greatly diminished if the propsed rule change occurs.

To this end, I would respectfully request that this proposed rule
change NOT be put into effect. Thanking you in advance for you
kind consideration in this matter, I am,

Yours very truly,

BERNA&/?/
cc: Hon. Bill Bradley

Hon. Frank Lautenberg
HCln. Dick Zimmer

$t



January 23, 1993

James J. SChmidt
1906 Katherine Ct.
Mahomet, IL 61853

Mr. Alfred C. Sikes
1919 M. Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Sikes:

RECEIVE!?

P£8 - 2 1993

I want to let you know that I am opposed to a change that the FCC is planning to make. This
change, if implemented, will have a devastating effect on me; so I am asking you to consider
abandoning plans to make this change.

My hobby is building and flying radio-controlled model airplanes. I've been enjoying this
hobby since 1971, and it is now also my career, as I am involved in the manufacturing of RIC model
kits (Great Planes Model Manufacturing, Urbana, IL). I am a member of the local RIC club, with a
membership of 140 members.

When we fly these airplanes, we must be very careful that there are no other radio
transmissions on the same frequencies as our RIC transmitters. If I am flying an RIC model, and
a different transmitter is emitting radio waves on (or very close to) my frequency, it is very likely that
I will lose control of my model. With a model traveling at a speed of 100 mph, even brief and
intermittent loss of control can be disastrous.

At the present time, the FCC has allotted several specific frequencies on which we may
operate exclusively. Our RIC "channels" are evenly spaced, and the FCC also permits operation
of other radio transmitters (pager systems, etc.) on frequencies that are halfway between our present
frequencies. This frequency spacing is quite close (10kHz), but we now have very high quality radio
control systems that can operate safely in this environment; and we know who these adjacent users
are, so we can monitor their transmissions and identify if they would be a potential interference with
any of our channels.

The Federal Communications Commission is now proposing to allow radio operation on
frequencies that would be "sandwiched" between our current channels and those currently permitted
for other users, only 2.5 kHz away from our current frequencies. The resulting frequency spacing
would be much too close for RIC airplane operations to continue reliably, without interference. The
proposed new frequency allotments would go to "land mobile radio users." Not only would we not
be able to identify or predict when these units would be operating in the area, but their frequencies
would be so close to ours that their operation would most certainly cause loss of control of our
airplanes.

The proposed change is known as: Federal Communication Commission's Notice of
Proposed Rule Making (NPRM ·PR Docket 92-235). If this change is implemented, I believe it
would put an end to our current ability to reliably and safely fly model airplanes by radio control.

No. OT Copies rec'd---l'1__
UstA Be 0 E
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There are hundreds of thousands of modelers in the USA who currently enjoy RIC airplanes
as a sport and hobby. There are over 1000 people in the Champaign/Urbana area who are
employed as a direct result of the Radio Control hobby industry (Hobbico, Horizon Hobby Distributors
and Hobby Dynamics). Each RIC airplane represents a considerable investment oftime and money,
and it is very important that we have a reliable method of controlling them. To allow operation by
other transmitters only 2.5 kHz away from our frequencies would destroy that reliability and
confidence, and would be a real blow to this hobby.

When you are using a cordless phone and you hear some static, that's annoying; but when
operating an RIC airplane and your radio link with the airplane encounters interference, it could mean
a crash and the loss of hundreds (and in some cases thousands) of dollars of equipment. There's
a big difference in how "clear" a channel must be, depending on its use.

Please do what you can to prevent this rule change from taking place, and to develop an
alternative plan that would not compromise our ability to have full control over our model airplanes.

Thank you very muchl

Sincerely,

~9~~
James J. Schmidt
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Dear Chairman:

Chairman FCC
1919 MSt. N.W.
Washinqton, D.C. 20554

In 32 4H '93
I have been interested in model aviatitn. 'Pqr,a~,cJong as I can remember.
I am very active in both 1.0nstrur.t~V.~R&.en~~ radio controlled
model airolanes. . F.e.'·

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration bv the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
oroceeding is p~ Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability offreauencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequen~ies are in the 72 - MHz band. This band is
primarily used for orivate land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio control freauencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land ~obile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either ~se'interferinawith the other.

Now the FCC wants tg create more land Mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower 'bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 fre~uencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to 9reat
lengths to assure the safety nf the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If 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.

Pleas~ understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like mvself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing,.A
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72- MHz baM:ofCoplesrec'd V

Sincerel.v. ~r~</ UstABCOE - ......'"-----

~C~~ .



Chairman FCC
1919 M St. N.\~.

Washington, D.C. 20554
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Dear Chairman:
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I have been interested in model aviation for as f~g'as 16 ~i~~~~~MW
I am very active in both constructina and ooerating:.~~o, Gon,t,rolled
model airolanes. 'ItVAT£/,tAt;' '., AU

F"C.I:

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration bv the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
oroceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio 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 interferinq with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 freauencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we qo to great
lenqths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
orotection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If 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.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by.not.allo~ing ~
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz ba"',orCoplesrecd,__!LL-__

'stA8C 0 E
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---~ Chairman FCC
1919 MSt. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman:

RECEIVED

PEB - 2 1993
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I have been interested in model aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am very active in both r.onstrur.tinq and ooerating radio controlled
model airolanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are r.urrently under
consideration bv the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequenr.ies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,

_--our radjocootrnl freQu.enciec5 inthts band an~ far~n<tlJgb_apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land ~ohile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If 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.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. , ~

No. of Copies rec'd---1L-
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I have been interested in model aviation for as long as I can r~We~~MW
I am very active in both constructing and operating radio controlled
model airo1anes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration bv the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for orivate land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio 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.

Now the FCC wants to create more land Mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If 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.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The mude1s themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby prOVides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry. •

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

s;nc.r"ly.!I,kv~J ~~)C/~#~
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Mr. Alfred C. Sikes
1919 M Street NW
Washington D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Sikes t '·1() .0>'\ j,. i.
J~" LJ ,.;

I have been interested i~.aviation as long as I can remember. I am
very active in a local club ?R~OS~members enjoy constructing and operating
radio controlled model airplanes. I personally own 1 radio, 1 RIC model
and have a workshop full of other products necessary to operating my
models. I am concerned about the proposed rule that is 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 usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio controlled 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 Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC
aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 KHz spacing between fi>:ed
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 (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
MHz band (for RIC cars 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 operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of
radio frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies are 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 users at the expense of the radio controlled
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radio, but we have considerable investment 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 of hours of enjoyment to
hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR 92-235 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 from going into effect.

Sincerely
Connie J. Barnd

Q~J:tJ~·
134 Westview Drive
Mattoon, II. 61938

No. aT Copies rec'd--B-
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Dear Mr. Sikes
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I have been i ntereste~ i.H &aMiat~~n as long as I can remember. I am
very active in a local club IW01f~MQ~S enjoy constructing and operating
radio controlled model airplanes.' ,1,1 personally own 7 radios, 12 RIC models
and have a workshop full of other products necessary to operating my
models. I am concerned about the proposed rule that is 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 usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio controlled 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 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 (far RIC aircraft) and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75
MHz band (for RIC cars 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 operators and bystanders and the protection of property.
Many of our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of
radio frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies are 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 users at the expense of the radio controlled
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radio, but we have considerable investment 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 of hours of enjoyment to
hundreds of thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR 92-235 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 from going into effect.

Sincerely
Bobb~ H. Barnd~

~~ive
Mattoon, rl. 61938
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Dear Commissioner:

56 Chadwick Road
White Plains, NY 10604

January 23, 1993
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I am writing because of a serious threat to a large group
of enthusiasts that has implications far beyond what is
immediately apparent. For many years, this group including
myself has enjoyed the hobby of building and designing model
aircraft and the sport of flying them via radio control.
My two sons are engineers and I greatly elieve that my own
technical interests helped to mold thei career paths.

My concern centers on proposed rules at are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communi ations Commission.
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235.

Please consider these additiona of the proposed
rule-making:
1) A major source of technical interest on the part of young
people may be destroyed, along with dedicated interest in
craftsmanship and outdoor recreation for many thousands of
modelers of all ages. 2) Very substantial investment in
present equipment, sometimes amounting to thousands of dollars
for an individual, will be lost.

The U. S. has always been a technical innovator and its culture
which encourages technical and scientific interests has been
a source of past strength and, I am convinced, will continue
so if we apply thoughtful measures.

The influence of the radio control field reaches out
recreationally, educationally, and economically to the benefit
of many citizens and the community at large. The number
of young people showing interest is highly gratifying in
this period when so many youngsters are dysfunctional.

Please do not allow the FCC to carry out its proposals for
the 72-76 KHz radio band.

~~
Henning Nielsen

No. of CopiesreC'd~
UstABCDE
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Federal Communication Commission
Mr. Alfred C. Sikes, Chainnan
1919 M. Street NW
Washington, D.C. 2055~

Dear Mr. Sikes:
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3309 W. William
Champaien, II. 61821
January 17, 1993

Your Commission has °ssued a Notice of Proposed Rule Hoking
(NPRM -PR Docket 92-23 which, if implemented, will have a
negative effect on io controlled model frequency use.

I am a member of Academy of Model Aeronautics (AD), I am a
member of a radio control club with about 150 members. Your
proposed rules would severely impact our ability to enjoy this
recreational activity. They would also render my present radio
equipment obsolete, while it is only 18 to 2'- months old. In
1991 we upgraded our radios to be able to co-exit with the
conmercial users that now share the 72 MHz band with us now. The
ability to further upgrade in order to safely operate in the
proposed enviromnent to my knowledse is not passible with
existing technology, if and when available, would beyond the
means of hundreds of thousands of radio controlled enthusiasts
that now use the 72 MHz bands.

It is very unfair of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
present users of the 72 MHz band. I ask that you reconsider your
thinking on the PR Docket 92-235 that effects the hundreds of
thousands of present users of the 72 MHz band.

YOURS TRULY

(7-~
ALVIS

No. oj CopiesreC'd~
UstABCDE
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I have been interested in model aviati;I;Jn Jqr;,as'J,)onq as I can r IJ
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Chairman FCC
1919 MSt. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

/

I am very concerned about proposed ules that are currently under
consideration bv the Federal Comm ications Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability 0 cies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for orivate land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio 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 interferinq with the other.

)
.)

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If 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.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz ban~.. . I ti
S . ~ iW.OTCopleSrecd -
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I have been interested in model aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am very active in both constructin . and ooeratinq ~!lR:·~~~rolled
model airolanes. ~

~ ,'- ,~

I am very concerned about proposed ules that art~~tren!1~1~:8j
consideration bv the Federal Commu 'cations Comm~s.J.""~I1CC). The
proceerlinQ is PR Docket 92-235. adopted, the"P'-Vtfules wilt greatl,v
reduce the usability es currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for orivate land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio 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.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we qo to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If 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.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. ,~

No. 01 Copies rec'd----ll:.--
Sincerel.v, Ust ABC DE
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I have been interested in model av. ation for as l~.~ I,c~~ bC~~~NW
I am ve~y active in both r.onstrur. ino and ooeratinq radio c6~~1~
model alrolanes. "1t1Vi.t>f~"{Di!" k-
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I am very concerned about propos d rules that are t:urretf~~/ ug~~~!' ~
consideration bv the Federal Co unir.ations Commission (FCC). The
oroceerlinq is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of cies currently assiqned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant' liabiiity for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control freQuent:ies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for orivate land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land ~obile frequencips that we have been able to share the band without
either use interferinq with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land Mobile frequencies by splittinq
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a
result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio
control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations.
I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our Model airplanes under radio control, we qo to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If 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.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our
models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users
of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of peoole like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

No. of Copiesrec'd~
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Dear Sir:

I am writing to ask your assistance in preventing
implementation of the Federal Communications Commission's

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULE MAKING (NPRM -PR DOCKET 92-235)

I am part of a model aviation club and I fly model airpl The
proposal inserts 8 new channels right inside our bands that we use
to control our aircraft. Some of these craft fly as fast as 200
mi les per hour. These new radios wi 11 cause interference and we
will loose control of our planes. This' will result in destruction
of property and hopefully never harm to people.

I have had my plane crash while using the 27 mhz band because
of interference from CB radios. All the equipment was legal and
doing what it was supposed to do but it just overpowered my plane.
Its frustrating to watch your plane that you've spent over a
hundred dollars for go out of control.

t

Now I fly in the 72mhz band. I don I t know who came up wi th
this idea but I don't think that they know anything about the
planes that use the bands today. These new proposed radios will
cause our AM radios to mistrack our transmitters and fly out of
control.

Please object to the approval of PR DOCKET 92-235.

Sincerely,

~ C:::::la
Remote Control Pilot
1003 Westfield Dr.
Champaign, IL 61821
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