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

[Date] /-.2..Of-7 3

FEB 4 1993

Dear Sirs: FCC' .~: ': ., I'a.- ." ;,tl"
. ~, " \,,' d ..

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

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental impact upon me and the entire RIC hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or heUcopter 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 -'JL. years. I own -!i- radios and -#- model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect a
lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz
and 72 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby
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.
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Sincerely, M
1,/1·
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RECEIVED
FEB 4 1993Oliver Wilson

1987 Nuremberg Blvd.
Port Charlotte. FL 33983

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

FCC
1919 M Street Northwest
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Sirn~:

This is to request that you do not implement the Federal
Com~unicatlons Commission initiative which is described in Notice
of Propos.cd Hule Making (NPRM-PR Docket 92··235) as it pertains to
t.he U3e of. the 72 ~hz. band.

The PCC is proposing to add two new channels between the present
radio contl~ol chHfme.1~; Hnd Ute present commercial channels. We
are Just able to cope with th~ present 10 Khz. channel spacing
wL:hout Lycerference _ The I.Y('npo:;wd channel spacing with higher
~owe:~~ mc~ile transmitters on the new commercial channels will
guarante(~ interff::r.cnce. w:\1(.h dire consequences. I fly radio
controlled nodel saiJplaneH {,tdth pottmtjal energy some what
6:,€.ater than Uw highest. powered rifl,~ bullet. Some of my fellow
modelers fly ducted fan replicas of Jet fighters and the models
speed exceeds \75 miles pf~r hour. These Jets have more than ten
t imesU~'::; kenet i.e em~~'gy of the h j gh,c~~t powered rifle bullet.
Had io int.er'fe1.~e[)ce w:\. ttl ',-.he cont.rol of these models results in
conver"ting most of this f'mel'gy i.nto damage or even inJury in a
crash. In tt~e event of a crash people and property are at hazard.

I am a retired engineer and my main recreational activity is
designing, building, and flying radio controlled model
sailplanes. I am a past president and current secretary of the
2harlotte Radio Control Society. This is a club of 120 members.
mostly from CharlottB CODnty. Florida but with members from three
nearby counties. four northern states and Canada. Our club is
chartered by the ~cademy oC ~odel Aeronaurics (about 165.000
members}. The Academy is affiliated with the National Aeronautics
Association whjch represents the U.S. with the Federation
i\eronautic Intm'n.~tional. For each f"lembel' of the Academy there
are probably UbODt three unafjliated modelers in the U.S.

Our" club has beell in existence since 1978 and we log well over
200 flights per week. In all that time we have not had a single
dis..::~bling inJ\.ry to oucsHI \res {.il~ to a spectator. This is
pri~arily becnu~~ w@ fOllow the Academy's safety code and
supplement it with additjonal safety rules of our own. If the
FCC's Propused RilLe Making is implemented we will lose control of
the eaf~ty aspects of cur hobby-sport. The prudent among us will
gil.'e up this va1.u....Jb.1e: ;"ictivl.t.y and the irresponsible will



dest~oy property, maim and kill.

If this Proposed Rule Making is implemented it will put five
hobby shops in Southwest Florida Qut of business. It will render
mG'n~ than $2000 of my persooci\l proper ty worthless. Several of my
fallow club members will suffer property losses much greater than
mine. Our" c.lu11 w:H 1 fade away and the services we render to the
Young Astronauts program in the Charlotte County Schools will go
with it. iNe \o;lill no longer participate in shopping mall shows or
the ChcH'10U..;e County Air sho~. On the national level over 100,000
RIC modelers will give up their fAvnrttB activity and thousands
of s~all bu~incsseD will c)o~e thejr doors.

This issue is very important to me
of others. I have tried to be as
ov€rsta t ing my ".::ase.

Sincerely,

and to hundreds of thousands
factual as possible without

~~.~ /-3 0 -93
Oliver Wilson



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

Dear Sirs,

RECE.\\JEO
fEB 4 \f)'S

fCC . ~\LROOM

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

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental effect upon
me and the entire RIc hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user 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 hte been involved in this hobby fort!() years. I own ¥
radios and I model planes, helicopters, cars and boats. In
addition, I ave numerous engines, and much expensive equipment
to support my hobby. When you consider that there are hundreds of
thousands of other RIc hobbyists in the USA just like me, you may
appreciate that these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of
people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.
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FCC - MAIL ROOM
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 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
causin& property dama&e. serious iIUWY. 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 Qf Qur full cQmplement Qf radiQ frequencies in order to assure a safe flyinK
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.



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

Dear Sirs:

January 25, 1993 RECEIVED

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 (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice ofProposed 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 ofRIC aircraft and surface models by
keeping 10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts.
The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

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

I have been involved in this hobby for a great number ofyears. 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 RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.



January 25, 1993

RECEIVED
FEB 4 1993

Dear Sirs:

FCC - MAl' _Rona.",.
It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Co"iriimssm~C)

is considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of
mine, radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

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

Your Notice ofProposed 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 ofRIC aircraft and surface models by
keeping 10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts.
The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

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

I have been involved in this hobby for a great number ofyears. 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 ofother RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~4-~~.
Ron & Sally Osborn



Federal Communication Commission
1919 M St. NW
Washington D.C. 20554

Dear Sirs/Madam,

Barton F. Poran
53 County Line Rd.
Schenectady, NY-USA
12306-2501
(518) 355-4897

RECEIVED

fEB 41993

FCC. MAll ROOM

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 frequency
tolerance permitted by the proposed rules could place the radio transmissions
of the "new" mobile equipment directly, and legally, on frequencies currently
used to control model aircraft.

As one active in this sport for many years, 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
92-235 would effectively nullify these efforts.

SSfJf?tl--
~rtan F. Paran



January 31, 1993
RECEIVED

41993Federal camami.cations camrl.ssion FEB
1919 M st, NW
wasJ:1in:1ton, OC 20554

'lb '!he FCC,
FCC - MAll ROOM

My 14 year old san am I have been active in mdel aviation for several years. we
CM'1 five radio ocntrolled airplanes wch we blilt together. 0Jr largest plane
has a win] span of 6 feet am weighs 7 pounds. As a result of this holiJy, If¥ san
am I have developed a special close relationship with each other am with many
other pilots.

I am very ooncerned about proposed rules currently urrler oansideration by the
Federal Cem.uniaations Cc.aission, n8118ly PR Docket 92-235. If
adopted, the new rules will greatly reduce the rn.mi:ler of radio frequencies currently
assigned. for IOOdeler use am will increase the risk of accidents am attendant
liability for oontrollin;J mdel airplanes.

'!he FCC wants to create ltDre lam nd:ri.le frequencies by rearrangin;J the 72-76 MHz
bard plan am i.nserti.r¥JlamlOObile taros within the radio ocntrol frequencies.
'Ihis 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 eoough for
us to use if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our airplanes mx1er radio control, we go to great IEDfths to assure
safety of the operators am bystarrlers am the protection of property. Many of
our safety precautions involve careful exx>rdinatioo am use of the allowable radio
frequencies. Reducing the rn.unber of frequencies causes congestion am decreases
the margin of safety.

Please UI¥ierst:arrl that in our holiJy, many of the mdel airplanes have wing spans
up to 10 feet am weigh as lII.lCh as 40 poums. ~le the mdels are expensive to
blild, ltDre to the point, they are capab] e of causin] serious property damage,
injury or even death if radio interference causes a loss of control of the
aircraft. we fly our mdels at oxganized events am contests tobere hundreds of
operators participate. we need the use of our full ~lement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe, controlled flyil'q envirouneIt.

I do not think it wise for the FCC to seek to i.Dprove the operatirq cami.tions of
lam ItDbil radio users at the expense of radio control IOOdelers. we have a
oonsiderable imTesblent. in our mdels am in our radio equipnent. 'Ihi.s holiJy
provides many hours of enjoyment to people such as myself am oontriJ:x.rtes to the
advancene1t am develop.oont of the ccmnercial aviation irrlustry.

Please help IOO ex>nti.nue the safe enjoyment of If¥ hol:by by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its propooa]s for the 72-76 MHz bard.

Si.I'x::erely,

~~
Mike G. Brown
13~ 'I\1dor oval
westfield, N.J 07090
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FCC - MAll ROOM
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 '. Docket '2-23'
replaces Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10Khz
spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC
enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 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 .evere, detrimental impact upon me and the
entire RIC bobby industry. It put into ettect, my airplane or
helicopter could ea.ily be shot out ot the .ky by a mobile user I'd
have no way ot knowing about. This oreate. a .evere health ha.ard.

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 RIC hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these'
proposed rule changes will affect a lot of people economically and
in terblS of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Kh. spacing between all
trequencies on 75 KHZ and 72 KHz bands available tor .ate use by
RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate this hobby that has grown
tr..endously over the past 30 years and has so much investment ot
money and enjoyment ot people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

P.s "



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

Dear Sirs:

January 25, 1993

RECEIVED
FEB 4"1993

FCC - MAIL ROOM

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

Your Notice ofProposed 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 ofRIC aircraft and surface models by
keeping 10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts.
The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

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

I have been involved in this hobby for 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 RIC hobbyists in the u.s. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.



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

Dear Sirs:

January 25, 1993

RECEIVED
FEB 4 1993

FCC· MAIL ROOM
It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC)

is considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of
mine, radio controlled (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice ofProposed 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 ofRIC aircraft and surface models by
keeping 10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts.
The new Part 88 will allow mobile userso.n frequencies within 25Khz offrequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 ofthe 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 ofthe 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

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

I have been involved in this hobby for a great number ofyears. 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 RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot ofpeople economically and in terms ofenjoyment.

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 RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate
this hobby that has grown tremendously over the past 30 yean and has so much investment
of money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,~~

Rick Conner



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

Dear Sirs:

January 25, 1993

RECEIVED

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 (RIC) model airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats.

Your Notice ofProposed 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 ofRIC 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 ofat least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 ofthe 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affected.

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

I have been involved in this hobby for a great number ofyears. 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 ofother RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms ofenjoyment.

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 RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate
this hobby that has grown tremendously over the past 30 years and has so much investment
of money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Lee Long



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

Dear Sirs:

January 25, 1993
RECEIVED

FEB 4 1993

FCC· MAIL ROOM

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

Your Notice ofProposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 91-135 replaces Part 90 of
your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use ofRIC aircraft and surface models by
keeping 10Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts.
The new Part 88 will allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz offrequencies available to
us, eliminating safe use ofat 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 willlikely be
affected.

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

I have been involved in this hobby for a great number ofyears. 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 RIC hobbyists in the U. S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will affect
a lot of people economically and in terms ofenjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 Khz spacing between all frequencies on 75
MHz and 71 MHz bands available for safe use by RIC enthusiasts. Please don't eliminate
this hobby that has grown tremendously over the past 30 yean and has so much investment
of money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

smce1Lh~~

JaCk~



FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 "M" Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

REFERENCE: PR DOCKET 92-235

Dear Sirs:

FCC· MAIL ROOM

9JJ/)8

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 (RIC) model airplanes,
helicopters, cars, and boats.

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR DOCKET 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of your rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC
aircraft and surface models by keeping 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 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. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

This action will have a severe, detrimental iIIIpact upon me and the entire
RIC hobby industry. If put into effect, my airplane or helicopter could easily
be shot out of the sk.y by a mobile user I'd have no way of knowing about. RIC
model aircraft are no longer the "stick and tissue" versions of past years. lIy
model helicopters travel 70 + II.P.B., and faster in a dive. Their rotor blades
spin in mccess of 200 II.P.B. They weigh in mccess of ten (10) pounds total
weight. Imagine the impact of a ten (10) pound object traveling 100 II.P.B. with
spinning blades slicing away at 200 II.P.B.. 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 RIC models, the potential for these accidents increases substantially.
This creates a severe health hazard.

vave been involved in this hobby for c2<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 $~'¥X' invested
in RIC model products. When you consider there are hundreds of thousands of
other RIC hobbyists in the U.S. just like me, these proposed rule changes will
affect a lot of people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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1-29-1993
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 failing to keep your word. This has
enormous consequences.

For example, you are proposing, through NPRM~PR Docket
92-235 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,

~~



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

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

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental effect upon
me and the entire RIc hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user lid have no way of knowing about. This would create a
disastrous situation in which physical injury, perhaps fatal, and
property damage could occur.

I have been involved in this hobby for z.o 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 RIc hobbyists in the USA just like me, you may
appreciate that these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of
people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
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Dear Sirs,

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

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

This action will have a severe, detrimental effect upon
me and the entire RIc hobby industry. If put into effect, my
airplane or helicopter could easily be shot out of the sky by a
mobile user 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 own I>
radios and/Omodel 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 RIc hobbyists in the USA just like me, you may
appreciate that these proposed rule changes will affect a lot of
people economically and in terms of enjoyment.

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

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,d~~



ALAN J. TETRAULT
75 Tetrault Road

Stafford Springs, Ct. 06076
684-3092

January 28, 1992

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

RE: FCC proposal PR Docket 92-235

Dear Sir or Madam:

RECEIVED
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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 uqder 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.

S;;;Zl~
~~ ;etrault ~
AMA Member
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Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

I,
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. .

It has recently cOlne to .' lily atte~l!ion that the Federal
Communications (FCC) is consid,t:ing an~tion that will severel~
limit and potentially eliminate a very £~ortant hobby of mine.

:'. . 't ~i~:i

Your Notice of PropolI_d 'Rule Making (N'~) in PR Docket '2-235
replaces Part 90 of yo#r rules <with a n.~l:;:i.~art 88. Part 90 allows
for safe use of RIC ai.:.t'craft ~n.....d surfao.. ~:.Ni!jl.,odels by keeping 10 Khz
spacing between fixed commercial users ail frequencies used by RIC
enthusiasts. The n.fl..:.. w pa.rt., "·... '.:...:..8.. 8 ..Wilfl•.. ,~:·;:.;(l'll·lOW mobile users onfrequencies within 2 ~ 5 'Khz " ~t ~requ' . .'pies available to us,
eliminating safe use Of at leajt 31 of : ,e

t
50 channels on the 72

MHz band and 10 of t.he:30 frec:Ntincies ot1!i;~he 75 MHz band now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more Q~ahnel8 W~:llikelY be affeoted.

:', , ':~' , ' ' - " : ,~::{:j

Thie action will have ••~.•evere~,'.:,d.tri••a "',1; ·.~.paot UPOD •• an4 the
entire RIC hobby iDdU.try. :E,! put iD ~tteot,., airplane or
helicopter cou14 ....i1t be .hO~.out.of t"I,'kY by a .Obil. U.er 1'4
have no way of knoViDCJi,bout.tbis or...ti,~ a ••vere health ha••r4.

j ,) 1'~,", :i- ::::~. :~:

I have been involved in this b~bbY for ~~etal years. I own many
radios and mOdel. airp~~t\.. es. :tft...·.. !!..·.:ad.... diti.on:t.U'.J.!i.I,' h.ave n.WI....•ro.us engine.,
motors, charger., fi.1:c1:;acces.d~i•• and ~~.rprOduct.nee••8ary to
support my hobby. .,~en. yoUI;' oon.ide9,J,::, t;herfi are hundreds of
thousands of other R/C\hobbyi'~lJ in the.:. ;9 •. just like me, these
proposed rule chanqes ~ill aft'est a lot e,,, people eoonomically and
in terms of enj oyment. i' \ : :

;.

I

Thank you for your co~.iderati~n.

Sincerely,

!JH..-~ .
'J,; ~ d-J O~dc
!l/ll# 1-19+
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J.J. Levine
and Associates
1891 Branchvtew Drive
Marietta. GA 30062
Office (404) 973-3598
Beeper (404) 533-5009
Fax (404) 422-2765

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.Y9ur blJ~Y schedule, please find a moment to rlef..eat this.bi.ll.~

Its passage would cause grief to thousands upon thousands of hobbiests
throughout the nation, ranging in ages from 8 to 80, or more.

Respectfully,


