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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554 FEB 4 1993

Dear Sirs: FOC MAIL BOU

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

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could 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 _4 _ radios and —4/_ model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, e o/ ﬂ ) Z/b‘:"’”"'\‘
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| RECEIVED
Oliver Wilson FEB 4 1993

1987 Nuremberg Blwvd.
Port Charlotte, FL 33983

FCC - MAIL ROOM
Tel. (813)627-2117

FCC .
1919 M Street Northwest
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sir g% Hadane

This is to request that vou do not implement the Federal
Communications Commission initiative which is described in Notice
of Propozed Rule Makipg (NPRM-PR Docket 92-235) as it pertains to
the use of the 72 Mnz. wand.

The FCC is proposing to add two new channels between the present
radio contrel chanpels and the present  commercial channels. We
are Just able to cope with the present 10 Khz. channel spacing
wichout interference. The propesed  channel spacing with higher
powersd mobile transritters on the new commercial channels will
guarantes: interfercrnce with (dire consequences. I fly radio
contrelied sodel seilplanes with potential energy some what
greater than the highest powered ¢ifl= bullet. Some of my fellow
nedelers fly ducted fan replicas of jet fighters and the models
spezd exceeds 175 miles per hour. These jets have more than ten
times the keneltic energy of the highest powered rifle bullet.
Radio interference with the conitrol of these models results in
converting nmost of this energy into dJdamage or even injury in a
crash. In the event of & crash people and property are at hazard.

i an a retired engineer and my main recreational activity 1is
designing, bLuilding, and flying radio controlled model
sailpglanes. T am & past president and current secretary of the
Charlotte Radio Controul Society. This is a cliub of 120 members,
mostly from Charlatte County, Florida but with members from three
nearby counties, fooar northern states and Canada. Our club is
chartered by the Academy of Yodel Aeronaurics {(about 165,000
members). The Academyv is affiliated with the National Aeronautics
Associaticnn which represents  the .5, with the Federation
Aeronautic Iinternational. For each member of the Academy there
are probably about three unafiliated wnodelers in the U.S.

OQur ciub ha= Leen in existence since 1978 and we log well over
200 flighis per wes=k. In 211 that time we have not had a single
diszbiing inaury to ourselves or to a spectator. This is
prirariiy becauss we forilow the Academy’s safety code and
supplemernt it with additiocnel safety rvules of our own. If the
FCC*e Propoused Rule Making is implemented we will lose control of
the safety aspects of ocur habby-sport. The prudent among us will
give up this valuable activity aml the irresponsible will



destroy property, maim and kill.

If this Proposed Rule Making is implemented it will put five
hobby shops in Southwest Florida out of business. It will render
mere than 32000 of my personal property worthless. Several of my
feilow zlub menbears will suffer property losses much greater than
nine. Our club will fade away and the services we render to the
Young Astraonauts program in the Charlotte County Schools will go
with it. We will no leonger participate in shopping mall shows or
the Charlotie County Air show. On the national level over 100,000
R/C modelers will give up their favorite activity and thousands
of srall businesses will clouse Ltheir doors.

This issue is very important to me and to hundreds of thousands
of others. I have tried tc be as factual as possible without
gverstating my <«ase.

Sincerely,

lnen ﬁ%\ /~30-93

Oliver Wilson



From:- . am &S H‘@l )V”‘“{ RECENED
LA

To:- Federal Communications Commission M
1919 M Street, NW Fcc.MN\—ROO
Washington, DC 28554

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 (R/C) model airplanes,
helicopters and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket
92-235 replaces Part 99 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90
allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
19 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies
used by R/C 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 58 channels on the
72 MHz band and 18 of the 39 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 R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user 1'd have no way of knowing about. This would create a
disastrous situation in which physical injury, perhaps fatal, and
property damage could occur.

I haye been involved in this hobby for‘{o years. I own ‘f
radios and /¥ model planes, 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 R/C 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 R/C 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, é;z%é£i4ézyuz¢L
ol
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I am very concerned about 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 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 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 frequencms is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies wﬂl 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
__Qr_ﬂmunds._'me models thémselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of

ausing propert €, Serious inj r even death if radio interference causes the operator to los
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate ¢ a safe flyin
-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,




January 25, 1993 RECE‘VED

Federal Communications Commission FEB 4 ‘993
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554 FCC - MAIL ROOM
Dear Sirs:

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

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C
hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could 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 a great number of years. I own several radios and
model airplanes. In addition I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and
other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Ron & Ta



January 25, 1993

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW RECE'VED

Washington, DC 20554
FEB
Dear Sirs: 4 ,993

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

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

frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C
hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could 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 a great number of years. I own several radios and
model airplanes. In addition I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and
other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

byt by

Ron & Sally Osborn



Barton F¥. Poran

53 County Line Rd.
Schenectady, NY-USA
12308-2501

(518) 3b5-4897

RECEIVED
Federal Communication Commission
1919 M St. NW FEB 4‘993

Washington D.C. 20554

FCC - MAIL ROOM
Dear Sirs/Madam,

I'm writing to you today to express my opposition to FCC PR Docket 92-235.

This proposed rule, developed by the FCC Land Mobile Service creates a
massive radio frequency restructuring - the first of it's type in 60 years. It
needs serious scrutiny.

My concern stems from my experience as a pilot, and as an individual who
has for some years now enjoyed building and flying radio controlled miniature
aircraft.

The proposed new frequency allocations will render most of the existing
radio frequencies used for model aircraft operations unusable. The fregquency
tolerance permitted by the proposed rules could place the radio transmissions
of the "new"” mobile squipment directly, and legally, on frequencies currently
used to control model aircraft.

As one active in this sport for many yvears, with an investment in
equipment running into the thousands of dollars, I 'm understandably
concerned. My expensive equipment would be rendered useless under these
proposed rules.

From a safety aspect the radio interference caused to radio controlled
aircraft would likely cause dangerous situations to develop. My models weigh
between six and ten pounds and some are capable of speeds in excess of 100 MPH.
The radio equipment manufacturers and responsible modelers take great pains to
insure the safe and reliable operation of these miniature aircraft. PR Docket
892-235 would effectively nullify these efforts.

SHA

arton F. Poran



RECEIVED

January 31, 1993
Federal Commmications Commission

1919 M St, MW FEB 41993
Washington, DC 20554
To The FCX, FCC - MAIL ROOM

My 14 year old son and I have been active in model aviation for several years. We
own five radio controlled airplanes which we built together. Our largest plane
has a wing span of 6 feet and weighs 7 pounds. As a result of this hobby, my son
and I have developed a special close relationship with each other and with many
other pilots.

I am very concerned about proposed rules currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission, namely PR Docket 92-235. If

adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the number of radio frequencies currently
assigned for modeler use and will increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by rearranging the 72-76 MHz
band plan and inserting land mobile bands within the radio control frequencies.
This act will cause interference to radio operations. We are told that of the 50
frequencies currently available to us, only 19 frequencies will be safe enough for
us to use if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of
our safety precautions involve careful coordination and use of the allowable radio
frequencies. Reducing the number of frequencies causes congestion and decreases
the margin of safety.

Please understand that in ocur hobby, many of the model airplanes have wing spans
uptolOfeetarxiweighasmxﬂaas%pmnis. While the models are expensive to
build, more to the point, they are capable of causing serious property damage,
injury or even death if radio interference causes a loss of control of the
aircraft. Weflyournodelsatoxgamzedeventsamioont@tsmemhurdredsof
operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe, controlled flying environment.

I do not think it wise for the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of
land mobil radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. We have a
considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. This hobby
provides many hours of enjoyment to people such as myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

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

Sincerely,

W%mm

Mike G.
136 Tudor 0va1
Westfield, NJ 07090
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FEB 4199
FCC - MAIL ROOM

January 25, 1993

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

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications (FCC) is considering an action that will severely
limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine.

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. 1If 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 several years. I own many
radios and model airplanes. In addition, I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessories and other products necessary to
support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these
proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and

in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, i;
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January 25, 1993

Federal Communications Commission R ECE , VED
1919 M Street, NW FE ‘
Washington, DC 20554 B 41993

Dear Sirs; 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 (R/C) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C
hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could 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 a great number of years. I own several radios and
model airplanes. In addition I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and
other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

ack & Mary Ballard



January 25, 1993

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW RECEIVED

Washington, DC 20554
FEB 41993

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 (R/C) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Dear Sirs:

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C
hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could 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 a great number of years. I own several radios and
model airplanes. In addition I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and
other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely, M Lot

Rick Conner



January 25, 1993

RECEIVED

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW FEB 4 1993
Washington, DC 20554

. FCC - MAIL ROOM
Dear Sirs:

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

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-23S replaces Part 90 of
your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by
keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts.
The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C
hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could 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 a great number of years. I own several radios and
model airplanes. In addition I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and
other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Lee Long



January 25, 1993

RECEIVED
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW FEB 4 1993
Washington, DC 20554
FCC - MAIL ROOM

Dear Sirs:

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

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire R/C
hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could 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 a great number of years. I own several radios and
model airplanes. In addition I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field accessories and
other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Sincerel J 9
é’th

Jack

Thank you for your consideration.



DAvin D. DAHL
/2/ HING TONY FIELD CA 232308

January Q8 , 1993 A.7A. #355'6’67

RECEIVED
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 "M" Street, NW FEB 4 m3

Washington, DC 20554

REFERENCE: PR DOCKET 92-235 FCC - MAIL ROOM

Dear Sirs:

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

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR _DOCKET 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C
aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial
users and frequencies used by R/C enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile
users on freguencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating
safe use of at least thirty-one (31) of the fifty (50) channels on the 72 MHz
band and ten (10) of the thirty (30) frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by
hobbyists. 1In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire
R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily
be shot out of the sky by a mobile user I’d have no way of knowing about. R/C
model aircraft are no longer the "stick and tissue” versions of past years. My
model helicopters travel 70 + M.P.H., and faster in a dive. Their rotor blades
spin in excess of 200 M.P.H. They weigh in excess of ten (10) pounds total
weight. Imagine the impact of a ten (10) pound object traveling 100 M.P.H. with
spinning blades slicing away at 200 M.P.H.. There have been deaths and serious
dismemberments as a result of accidents involving model aircraft. Up to this
point, these accidents have been rare. With mobile users interfering with the
control of R/C models, the potential for these accidents increases substantially.
This creates a severe health hazard.

I izave been involved in this hobby for Q{e years. I own 3 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. I personally have in excess of $35,000 invested
in R/C model products. When you consider there are hundreds of thousands of
other R/C hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will
affect a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

D‘OM/‘Q-/“M‘
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RECEIVED

FEB 4 1993
FCC - MAIL ROOM

1-28-1993
105 South Washington
Casper, WY 82601

FCC
1919 M St, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Gentlemen:

You, and the United States Government, especially the
Congress and its servants, have got a problem. You have
earned a reputation for faliling to keep your word. This has
€normous consequences.

For example, you are proposing, through NPRM-PR Docket
92-23%5 to completely change and render useless the
frequencies used by the model aviation hobby and industry.
This is the third time in my lifetime you have destroyed,
without compensation, my investment, costing me thousands of
dollars.

To you this seems like a small thing, but it creates a
massive disincentive to invest in any business, especially
those that require a long lead time to profitability, that
depends on the word of the United States government. This
means it takes an extra premium to make me interested in
Treasury bills and US Savings Bonds. Your actions create an
increasing preference for foreign investments and markets.

I suggest you vote no on this NPRM-PR and remember every
time such things come up, "It takes 10 attaboys to cancel 1
awshit."”

Sincerely,

P

James Bogart



From:- %6 N T //ﬂ'nou‘/‘//(/ ’/I"/‘s
101 Biten theo PR RECEIVED
To:- Federal Communications Commission

So LSiasrod, CT o60?7Y
FEB 4 1993
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 28554 FCC - MAIL ROOM

Dear Sirs,

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

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket
92-235 replaces Part 99 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90
allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies
used by R/C enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users
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 1@ 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 R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user 1I'd 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 2¢ years. I own 7
radios and © model planes, 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 R/C 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 18 Khz spacing
between all frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHz bands available for
safe use by R/C enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby,
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, -



Lporeny Gpowod
From:- 43¢ Prospecm St RECENED
wethews{icd Cord 06109
FEB 4195

To:~ Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 28554 FCC-MNLROOM

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 (R/C) model airplanes,
helicopters and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM)} in PR Docket
92-235 replaces Part 980 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 99
allows for safe use of R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
18 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies
used by R/C 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 18 of the 3@ 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 R/C hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. This would create a
disastrous situation in which physical injury, perhaps fatal, and
property damage could occur.

I have been involved in this hobby for ?years. I ownb
radios and /C model planes, 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 R/C 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 1¢ Khz spacing

between all frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHz bands available for
safe use by R/C enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby,
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, / ’ (S;677T4n&__



AT AN J. TETRAULT
75 Tetrault Road
Stafford Springs, Ct. 06076
684-3092

RECEIVED

FEB 41993
FCC - MAIL ROOM

January 28, 1992

FCC
1919 M St. NW
Washington, D. C. 20554

RE: FCC proposal PR Docket 92-235
Dear Sir or Madam:

I have just been informed by our Academy of Model Aeronautics that the
above mentioned proposal is being considered If adopted, this rule would
virtually wipe out this hobby as we know it, by eliminating the usability
of my radios and greatly increase the risk of accidents.

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
us interfering with the other. We would like it kept that way.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go the great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished
as proposed, the remaining frequencies will become overly congested and
the margin of safety diminished

We have made our purchases of radio equipment by the FCC regulations and
now you seek to change your rules at my expense. I build 1/4 scale
planes, some having a wing span of 10 feet. Radios for these planes cost
hundreds of dollars, one of my planes takes over 2000 hours to build, not
to mention the expense of materials. I need the security when I fly that
I will be in control at all times, for the safety of bystanders, myself,
and my equipment.

I strongly urge you not to carry out this proposal for the 72-76 MHz band.
Sincerely,
%C/\V%~
Alan Tetrault N
AMA Member



' RECEIVED
. FEB 413

January 25, 1993 ]

FCC - MAIL ROOM
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW ! : Ry
Washington, DC 20554 - ;
Dear Sirs: o . | !;':
It has recently cohe to y atten@ion that the Federal

Communications (FCC) is consid ring an #@tion that will severely
limit and potentially eliminata a very tﬁportant hobby of mine.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule ﬁakinq (NikM) in PR Docket 92-235%
replaces Part 90 of yolir rules with a newwpart 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of R/C aitcraft ahd surfac&ﬂ”odels by keeping 10 Khz
spacing between fixed eammercial users afifl frequencies used by R/C
enthusiasts. The new Part ‘88 willi:'allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 'Knz - of frequélicies available to us,
eliminating safe use 6f at least 31 of ¥He 50 channels on the 72
MHz band and 10 of the 30 fredusncies off the 75 MHz band now used

by hobbyists. 1In fact, more chahnels wili likely be affected.

This action will have n severe antriﬁuu Al 1upact upon me and the
entire R/C hobby industry. f f put 1nJ5E§ttoct, ny airplane or
helicopter could aauily be shot out of thd!sky by a mébile user 1-4
have no way of knovinq abcut. ﬁhis creatiil a severe health hasard.

I have been involved in this Nﬂhby for s Véral years. I own many
radios and model airplénes. Ihﬁaddition I have numerous engines,
motors, chargers, field accessuries and obher products necessary to
support my hobby. #When you' conside¥! there are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C" hobbyists in the Y. '8, just like me, these
proposed rule changes will affact a lot ¢w people economically and

in terms of enjoymant.

I urge you to rooonu&dir this. Keep 10 xhs spacing between all
frequencies on 78 MHs and 72 MNHs bands jvailable for safe use by
R/C enthusiasts. Pleass don’t dllliultbp”hil hobby that has grown
tremendously over the past 30 ysars and Ris »so auch 1nvutunt of
money and enjoyment of puoplo uatiunwidA;

Thank you for your consideratiqn.

Sincerely, b ‘ ?L
lz;vb é;;4£f i; i?
;Z;L Cﬁé; Chﬁaa/ [Zawenwzc./f?;f Ckgué;
Y



J.J. Levine
and Associates

1891 Branchview Drive
RECEIVED varta Ca S0Gez
Beeper (404) 533-5009

FEB 4 \995 Fax (404) 422-2765

January 28, 1993
£GC - MAL ROOM

FCC
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C.20554

RE: PR Docket 92-235
Good Morning:
I am seventy years of age.

What helped me develop in my youth, has followed me through my
years, and still gives me tremendous satisfaction, is the building
and flying of model airplanes.

Radio control has become the dominent method of flying planes,
sailing boats, and driving model cars.

We, as a group, are threatened by a new bill which inserts two
new frequencies authorizing almost four times the power of our small
equipment and only 2.5kHz away from our present 72 and 75 MHz fre-
quencies.

I control three transmitters valued at several hundreds of dol-
lars each. In addition, should I be flying my plane, weighing five
or more pounds, operating at fifty miles per hour or more, it is
quite possible that, though I will be on my legal channel, the new-
ly proposed frequencies could "swamp” my equipment causing a crash
with its attendent danger to lives and property.

In your busy schedule, please find a maoment to defeat this bill.
Its passage would cause grief to thousands upon thousands of hobbiests
throughout the nation, ranging in ages from 8 to 80, or more.

Respectfully,

, Levine
JIL/mms



