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FCC Chairman
1919 M St. N.W.
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Dear Chairman:
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Home Ph: (316) 788·2322
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I became Interested In aviation at an early age through modeling, to the
extent that I have made my career In Aeronautical Engineering. After
graduating from college, I could then afford the more expensive hobby of
Radio Control Miniature Aircraft. This was 32 years ago and the hobby was
fraught with radio Interference problems slnoe we only had a few assigned
channels and they were Intermixed with other land based and mobile
frequencies (Primarily CB·Cltlzen Band). I abandoned the hobby after about
5 years due to numerous crashes because of radio Interference and the
resulting expense which I could III afford with my young family
responsibilities. Now my children are grown and at the urging of one of my
sons, we are back Into the hobby again. The eqUipment Is much Improved
and the FCC has provided frequency allocations and controls such that the
problems I used to have are practically eliminated.

The proposed rules presently under consideration by the FCC seems to me
to be a step back towards the way It used to be and I am sincerely
concerned about the Impact on myself and fellow Radio Control enthusiasts.
If adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned and Increase the risk of accidents and associated
liabilities for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 and 76 MHz Bands which are
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. Our frequencies
within these bands are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies
that we have been able to share without Interfering with each other. We are
already operating on very small band widths and now the FCC Is proposing
to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them Into narrower band
widths and rearranging the band plan. Many land mobile frequencies will
thus move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause Interference to
radio coritrol operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 will be left
If the new rules are adopted.
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We go to great lengths to assure the safety of our flying operations with
respect to ourselves, bystanders and protection of property. Many of our
safety precautions Involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies so that no planes are operated at the same time on the
same frequency and also to minimize stray harmonics from the
simultaneous mixing of 2 or 3 different frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies are reduced, then the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased. We generally
fly at the same model fields and are familiar with certain frequencies' or
channels that tend to be Interfered with In that area and thus avoid
purchasing equipment with those frequencies. Having more land mobile
frequencies Interspersed within our bands will add to this problem In that
someone could randomly pass nearby and cause loss of control and a
craSh, especially since they will be operating at higher power output and
their equipment could very easllydrfft out of adJustment due to the rough
environment of the roads and vehicle vibration.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10
feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models 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 pilot to lose
control of the aircraft. Most of us have extensive liability Insurance
coverage, however we cannot obtain Insurance on the eqUipment. We often
fly at organized events and contests where hundreds of pilots participate.
We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies In order to
continue to have a safe flying environment.

I do not think It Is wise of the FCC to seek to Improve the operating
conditions of land mobile users at the expense of radio control modelers.
The FCC may not think we are as Important as business users, but we have
a considerable Investment In our models and 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 aviation
Industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not adopting
PR Docket 92·235 for the 72·76 MHz band.

Sincerel
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I am writing you about a proposed rule change uncfer c...;J

consideration by t F.C.C •• The changes are listed under
PR Docket 92-235 cheduled £or a vote on February 26.

I ha around model aircra£t since I was a little
child. My £ather was and still is an avid model airplane
enthusiast even though he is over 65 years old. My £ather,
my husband and mysel£ still get together on Sundays £or a day
o£ £lying and a get together o£ our £amilies. This is a
£amily oriented hobby that has proven a great joy to mysel£
and my £amily £or over 50 years. My own two children have
enjoyed and participated in this hobby. This activity has
proven to be one o£ the most rewarding experiences o£ my
li£e. In addition to enjoying all the many £acets o£
constructing and £lying model aircra£t, the £act that my
£amily still gets together every Sunday £or a day o£ £lying
has kept our £amily close over the years and been a great
source o£ joy £or me. Until recently, I had just assisted my
£amily members but I just £inished £lying my own radio
controlled aircra£t by mysel£ and it is very exhilarating to
accomplish this £eat. I now know tahe £eeling that my
£ather, husband, son, brother, and cousin have experienced
over these years.

I am also a club member o£ the Tampa Radio Control
Aircra£t Club. Not only are we a valuable source £or the
monitoring o£ the many sa£ety aspects relating to our hobby,
but we also are quite active in our community. Every year we
are a big participant in the childrens £estival at the
University o£ South Florida. We also have .. Field Days" at
our site £or the Boy Scouts, Big Brothers, as well as
handicapped and disadvantaged children. Our club is
certainly not unique when it comes to community activities
and combined with the over 200 clubs located in the state, we
are a small but valuable asset to our state. Many o£ our
N.A.S.A. astronauts grew up building aodel aircra£t and many
still continue to build and £ly radio-controlled aircra£t.
Until my recent £lying experience, one o£ my greatest joys o£
this hobby has been to see the joy that modelers have given
to children by exposing them to the modeling activity and
assisting them in accomplishing bUilding and £lying
techniques.

The proposed rule change being considered by the F.C.C.
will have a pro£ound e££ect on the continuation o£ this



wonder£ul hobby o£ model aviation. Our radio control
£requencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio £requencies in this band are £ar enough
apart £rom the land mobile £requencies that we have been able
to share the band without either use inter£ering with the
other.

Now the F.C.C. wants to create more land mobile
£requencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and
rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile
£requencies will move closer to the radio £requencies and
cause inter£erence to radio control operations. I am told
that o£ the 50 £requencies that are presently available £or
radio control model airplanes, only 19 £requencies will be
le£t i£ these new rules are adopted.

Over the years that I have been associated with this
radio-controlled hobby, the F.C.C. has classi£ied our use o£
£requencies as secondary to commercial activities. Due to
this £act, the modeling industry and modelers have had to
change £requency use numerous times due to the F.C.C.
allowing commercial or primary £requency users to compromise
or inter£ere with the £requencies the F.C.C. had given to us.
Although the modeling industry, the Academy o£ Model
Aeronautics, the Sport Flyers Association and the modeling
members have tried to have the F.C.C. classi£y our use o£ the
£requencies £rom secondary to primary, the F.C.C. has £ailed
to act upon this request and has le£t our £requency use as
secondary to primary or commercial use.

This has cost the modeling industry and modeling members
milliions o£ dollars over the years in petitioning the F.C.C.
£or di££erent £requencies, changing the radio controlled
equipment, and the cost o£ all these changes has been at the
expense and sa£ety o£ the modeling community and the
spectators that also enjoy this hobby.

When we £ly our model airplanes under radio control, we
go to great lengths to assure the sa£ety o£ the operators and
bystanders as well as the protection o£ property. Many o£ our
sa£ety precautions involve the care£ul coordination and use
o£ the radio control £requencies. 1£ the number o£ usable
£requencies is diminished as proposed by the F.C.C., the
remaining £requencies will become congested and the margin o£
sa£ety will be reduced. All o£ the modeling industry, clubs,
the Academy o£ Model Aeronautics, the Sport Flyers
Association, and the modeling enthusiast all share one common
concern and that is the sa£e operation and control o£ anyone
o£ our aircra£t.

Please understand that many models have wingspans up to
10 £eet and weigh as much as 55 pounds and can attain speeds
in excess o£ 200 M.P.H. The models themselves are expensive
to build; but to be blunt, they are capable o£ causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death i£ radio
inter£erence causes the operator to lose control o£ the
aircra£t. We o£ten £ly our models at organized events where
hundreds o£ participants and spectators are present. We need



the £ull use o£ our entire complement o£ radio £requencies in
order to assure a sa£e £lying environment. The F.C.C. is
again seeking to compromise the sa£ety we now have £rom
£requency inter£erence by adding these additional land mobile
£requencies.

I do not think it wise o£ the F.C.C. to seek to improve
the operating conditions o£ land mobile radio users at the
expense o£ radio control modelers. The F.C.C.,in its
in£inite wisdom, has £ailed to classi£y the modeling industry
as primary users o£ these £requencies even though
inter£erence caused by primary users, in this case land
mobile radio users, could cause the loss o£ radio-control
to our aircra£t which are capable b£ speeds in excess o£ 200
M.P.H. and weigh as much as 55 pounds. I£ the F.C.C.
considers the inter£erence to one o£ our radio-controlled
aircra£t which is capable o£ property damage, injury, and
even death is secondary to the use o£ a land mobile radio
user such as a pager, beeper, etc. which cannot cause any
property damage, injury,etc. then I think our Congressmen and
Senators should step in and insure the sa£ety o£ persons and
property o£ the persons they represent by having the F.C.C.
designate our £requency use as primary users and not
secondary. The F.C.C. apparently does not view personal and
property sa£ety as a primary concern compared to the
£inancial interests o£ the land mobile users.

This is not to say that the hobby o£ model aviation does
not have £inancial interests but the industry and the
modelers stress sa£ety in the operation o£ radio-controlled
aircra£t which other £requency users such as land mobile
£requency users do not have to worry about. The hobby o£
model aviation is indeed a multi-million dollar industry. We
have over 10 hobby shops that are supported by modelers in
the Tampa Bay area alone. The attendant rise in the cost o£
radio equipment that can operate sa£ely under the new
proposals will result in equipment prices that will be beyond
the means o£ the average modeler. The new proposals will
£orce thousands o£ modelers out o£ the hobby with all the
attendant losses being su££ered by hobby shops, distributors
and manu£acturers. In these troubled times, we must not allow
the collapse o£ this wonder£ul hobby which has served us so
well with all the outstanding role models and good deeds
per£ormed by its participants.

Please help me continue the sa£e enjoyment o£ my pastime
by not allowing the F.C.C. to carry out its proposals £or the
72 - 76 MHz band and to change the status o£ our use £rom
secondary to primary £requency use thereby insuring that
there will not be any £requency inter£erence problems in the
£uture.



--,

Wayne N. Smith
7009 24th Ave. So.
Tampa, FL 33619

Federal Communicationa
1919 M St. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
MIS 1600D2

::..

2 1993
FmeRN.CC».fMUMCATKWSCCIU8SIOH

C1FICE OF THE &tCRETARY

:- .'.'

~.::.:~~
:::::.
'.:'Commission

January 25, 1993

Dear F.C.C.,
I am writing you about a proposed rule change under

consideration by the F.C.C •• The changes'are listed under
PR Docket 92-235 scheduled for a vote on February 26.

I have been an avid Model airplane enthusiast since my
father introduced my brothers and myself.to the modeling
hobby when I was 9 yesrs old. My father, brothers and I
still get together on Sundays for a day of flying and a get
together of our families. This is a family oriented hobby
that has proven a great joy to myself and my family for over
50 years. My own wife and two children have enjoyed and
participated in this hobby. This activity has proven to be
one of the most rewarding experiences of my life. In addition
to enjoying all the many facets of constructing and flying
model aircraft, the fact that my family still gets together
every Sunday for a day of flying has kept our family close
over the years and been a great source of joy for me.

r am also President of the Tampa Radio Control Aircraft
Club. Not only are we a valuable source for the Monitoring
of the many safety aspects relating to our hobby, but we also
are quite active in our community. Every year we are a big
participant in the childrens festival at the University of
South Florida. We also have" Field Days" at our site for
the Boy Scouts, Big Brothers, as well as handicapped and
disadvantaged children. Our club is certainly not unique
when it comes to community activities and combined with the
over 200 clubs located in the state, we are a small but
valuable asset to our state. Many of our N.A.S.A. astronauts
grew up building model aircraft and many still continue to
build and fly radio-controlled aircraft.

The proposed rule change being considered by the F.C.C.
will have a profound effect on the continuation of this
wonderful hobby of model aviation. Our radio control
frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio 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 F.C.C. 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 frequencies and
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cause inter£erence to radio control operations. I am told
that o£ the S0 £requencies that are presently available £or
radio control model airplanes, only 19 £requencies will be
le£t i£ these new rules are adopted.

Over the years that I have been associated with this
radio-controlled hobby, the F.C.C. has classi£ied our use o£
£requencies as secondary to commercial activities. Due to
this £act, the modeling industry and modelers have had to
change £requency use numerous times due to the F.C.C.
allowing commercial or primary £requency users to compromise
or inter£ere with the £requencies the F.C.C. had given to us.
Although the modeling industry, the Academy o£ Model
Aeronautics, the Sport Flyers Association and the modeling
members have tried to have the F.C.C. classi£y our use o£ the
£requencies £rom secondary to primary, the F.C.C. has £ailed
to act upon this request and has le£t our £requency use as
secondary to primary or commercial use.

This has cost the modeling industry and modeling members
milliions o£ dollars over the years in petitioning the F.C.C.
£or di££erent £requencies, changing the radio controlled
equipment, and the cost o£ all these changes has been at the
expense and sa£ety o£ the modeling community and the
spectators that also enjoy this hobby.

When we £ly our model airplanes under radio control, we
go to great lengths to assure the sa£ety o£ the operators and
bystanders as well as the protection o£ property. Many o£ our
sa£ety precautions involve the care£ul coordination and use
o£ the radio control £requencies. 1£ the number o£ usable
£requencies is diminished as proposed by the F.C.C., the
remaining £requencies will become congested and the margin o£
sa£ety will be reduced. All o£ the modeling industry, clubs,
the Academy o£ Model Aeronautics, the Sport Flyers
Association, and the modeling enthusiast all share one common
concern and that is the sa£e operation and control o£ anyone
o£ our aircra£t.

Please understand that many models have wingspans up to
10 £eet and weigh as much as SS pounds and can attain speeds
in excess o£ 200 M.P.H. The models themselves are expensive
to bUild; but to be blunt, they are capable o£ causing
property damage, serious injury, or even death i£ radio
inter£erence causes the operator to lose control o£ the
aircra£t. We o£ten £ly our models at organized events where
hundreds o£ participants and spectators are present. We need
the £ull use o£ our entire complement o£ radio £requencies in
order to assure a sa£e £lying environment. The F.C.C. is
again seeking to compromise the sa£ety we now have £rom
£requency inter£erence by adding these additional land mobile
£requencies.

I do not think it wise o£ the F.C.C. to seek to improve
the operating conditions o£ land mobile radio users at the
expense o£ radio control modelers. The F.C.C.,in its
in£inite wisdom, has £ailed to classi£y the modeling industry
as primary users o£ these £requencies even though
inter£erence caused by primary users, in this case land



mobile radio users, could cause the loss of radio-control
to our aircraft which are capable of speeds in excess of 200
M.P.H. and weigh as much as 55 pounds. If the F.C.C.
considers the 1nterference to one of our radio-controlled
aircraft which lS capable of property damage, injury, and
even death is secondary to the use of a land mobile radio
user such as a pager, beeper, etc. which cannot cause any
property damage. 1njury,etc. then 1 think our Congressmen and
Senators should step in and insure the safety of persons and
property of the persons they represent by having the F.C.C.
designate our frequency use as pr1mary users and not
secondary. The F.C.C. apparently does not view personal and
property safety as a primary conceln compared to the
financial interests of the land mobIle users.

This is not t_o say that the 11' ,LJb'l of model aviation does
not have financial interests but the industry and the
modelers stress safety in the operdtlon of radio-controlled
aircraft which other frequency users such as land mobile
frequency users do not have to worry about. The hobby of
model aviation is indeed a multi-mIllion dollar industry. We
have over 10 hobby shops that are supported by modelers in
the Tampa Bay area alone. The attendant rIse in the cost of
radio equipment that can operate safely under the new
proposals will result in equipment prices that will be beyond
the means of the average modeler. The new proposals will
force thousands of modelers out of the hobby with all the
attendant losses being suffered by hobby shops, distributors
and manufacturers. In these troubled tImes, we must not allow
the collapse of this wonderful hobby which has served us so
well WIth all the outstanding role models and good deeds
performed by its participants.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime
by not allowing the F.C.C. to carry out~ Its proposals for the
72 - 76 MHz band and to change the status of our use from
secondary to primary frequency use thereby insuring that
there will not be any frequency InTelference problems in the
future.
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I have been interested in model aviation for as long as I can remember.
I am very active in both constructinq and operatinq radio controlled
model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed les that are currently under
consideration bv the Federal Comm lcations Commission (FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. f 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 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 frequencies will be left if
these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lenqths 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.

Sincerely,~ A
/~ V<.ord.&



Theodore G. White
2062 Farmington Turn
Westlake OH
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Honorable Alfred C. Sikes
Chairman
Federall Communications Commission
1919 M. Street, N.W., Room 814
Washington, DC 20554-0002

Dear FCC Chairman Alfred C. Sikes:

Regarding NPRM - PR Docket

I oppose the referenced NP an active radio control modeler for 16
years, I have several thousand dollars invested in the hobby. There is
a difficult process to find adequate flying sites, and the three I have used
in Texas and Ohio are necessarily fairly remote and NEAR MAJOR THOROUGHFARES
both interstate highways and state/county roads.
The new frequency assignments proposed would cause UNPREDICTABLE in
intermittent interference ("glitches" we call them) in the
radio control aircraft we are flying. This will cause loss of control of f
4-10 pound model traveling at 60 mph - a significant threat to safety as we
as well as my investment.
Please reconsider the assignment in the 72 and 75 mhz bands!

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Theodore G. White

Distribution:

To: The Honorable Alfred C. Sikes> POSTAL:\Chairman\The Honorable
Alfred C. Sikes\Federal Communications Commission\1919 M Street,

N.W., Room 814\Washington\DC\20554\


