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RECEIVED Don & Adeline Stevenson

1117 Sunset Road o
New Bern, N.C. 2856
FEB 0 3 1993

Federal Communications commision

1918 M Street n.w.

Washington , D.C.

Dear Sir\ Mrs. \Ms.
| am retired and spend many hours of enjoyment and
relaxation building and flying radio controled mode! airplanes.
| am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under

consideration by F.C.C. the proceeding I8 PR DOCKET 92-235. if adopted the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model aircraft use and
Increase the risk of accidents and attendent liability for controling model aircraft. these
planes have wingspans of up to ten (10) feet and weigh up to thirty (30) Ibs and travel of
speeds up to one hundredfifty (150) miles per hour. When we fly our modeis we go to great
lengths to premote safety of the operators and spectators and protection of property. Many
of our safety precautions Involve the careful control over radio frequencies too close
together. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as preposed by FCC the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will diminished do
to stray frequencies causing loss of control.

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 fretjuencles in this
band are far enough apart from land mobile frequencies to share the band with out either
use interfering with other except an occasional glitch from some lndustrial machinery near
by. Please understand that many of thesé models are expensive to bulld and more to the
point they are capable of causing property damage and serious injury,or even death if
radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our modeis
at organized events and contest where hundreds of operators participate and hundreds of
spectators are néarby. We need the use Of our full complement of radio frequencies in
order to ensure safe fiying environment. ‘

The FCC may not think we are as important as business user's of radio's, but we
have a consliderable investment in our models and radio equiptment. The hobby provides
many hours of relaxation and enjoyment to thousand's of people like myself and we
contribute advancement and development to the aviation industry. o

Please heip me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not aliowing the FCC
to carry out it's proposal for the 72-76 MHZ. band P.R. DOCKET 92-235 .

Don & Adeline Stevenson 3/4/(‘5/%
1117 Sunset Road Q M /M/

New Bern, N.C. 28560
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& Hob b gad
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To:~ Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW FCC MAIL ROOM
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs,

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal
Communications Commission(FCC) is considering an action that
will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important
hobby of mine, namely, radic controlled (R/C) 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 R/C aircraft and surface models by keeping
19 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and fregquencies
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 19 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 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 5 years. I own 9
radios and /Z 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 econocmically and in terms of enjoyment.

I urge you to reconsider this Proposal. Keep 19 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,

W/



January 25, 1993 RECEl\/ED

Federal Communications Commission FEB 03 |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 92-23S 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,
ﬁ Y 4

Bill Miller



January 25, 1993 RECENED

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW FEB 03 1993
Washington, DC 20554

£CC 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.

Sincerely, 2 E ; 7

Mark Fitch
R+t | Bey 350

Arce ,1daleo 82213

Thank you for your consideration.

P.S.

Please dot clickesy, He only Hobby That T hauve
Thaunk Pou



PAULD. GRUVER RECEIVED

958 East Windsor Circle
Fresno, California 93720-1352 FEB 03 W93
(209) 433-1134

FCC MAIL ROOM

Federal Communications Commission 29 January 1993
1919 M Street
Washington D.C. 20554

I'm a pilot for a major U.S. airline, an F-16 pilot in the California Air National Guard in
Fresno, and am active in a local club whose members construct and operate radio controlled
model airplanes. I'm very concerned about FCC-proposed rules (PR Docket 92-235) that
wouldgreatlymdmetheuubﬂhyofﬁequendescmmh;mignedformodelusemd
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've 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 imterference to radio control operation. Of the 50 frequencies that
are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 safely usable
frequencies will be left under the new rules.

We already split the frequency band into the narrowest bandwidths safely possible in
1991. Having to purchase new radios as a result, I, like most of the club members I fly with,
spent nearly $1000 to comply with the new rules. Now, the you want to push my nearly new
radios into obsolescence with the stroke of a pen.

We go to great lengths to assure the safety of our radio control operators as well as that of
the property we fly on and the nearby spectators. Our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination of the use of the radio control frequencies. Reducing the number of
usable frequencies, as proposed by the FCC, will immediately congest the remaining
frequencies and greatly reduce the margin of safety. Furthermore, because the proposed
new frequencies are also designated as "mobile", we would never know where they are
operating, including right in the pit area at the club field or on the street or highway
nearby! We simply would no longer have control over the safety of our sport.

These models have wingspans of up to 10 feet, weigh as much as 55 pounds, and reach
actual speeds of over 75 mph. They're expensive and very time-consuming to build, but
more to the point, they are capable of property damage, serious injury, or even
death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. Please help my
children and I continue the safe enjoyment of the our pastime by not carrying out your
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

PAULD.GRUVER



RECEIVED

FEB 03 1993
Federal C ications Commissi
191e9rM Szt:ertumuons o FCC MAIL ROOM

Washington, DC 20554
Dear Sirs:

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

I have been involved in this hobby for .5 years. I own _{__ radios and & _ model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other 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,

7/@#{14 0



RECEIVED

FEB 03 1993
FCC MAIL ROOM

&1 Thﬁ F’.Cslh

rom: Marc S. Morgan
RE: Opposition to PR Docket 92-235
Date: 1/25/93

Dear Members of the Commission:

I would like to state my feelings as well as thousands of
others I’m sure, by saying that 1 strongly oppose the
possible assignment of additional frequencies in the 72mHz
range for cellular phones. I realize that as aviation
modelers, we were alloted certain frequencies in 1990-1991.
This required an update of all our transmitter radio systems
in order that we could all fly safely without interfering
with each other. We have our own channel assignment
system(channels 10-59). By having this system, we space
enough mHz between us that sequential channels can be used
simultaneously without the risk of interference. If vou
were to allow cellular phones frequencies to be assigned mHz
in between our channels, due to the powerful source of
cellular transmissions, the risks for interference are
extremely high. Since we only generate 1 watt of power,
there is very little chance we would prevent a cellular
phone from working, but if a cellular transmission
interferes with our signal, we stand to lose anywhere from
$300-$3000 worth of airplane! Or worse vet, cause severe
property damage or bodlly injury. There must be a safe
margin kept In the radio frequencles to insure safe
modeling. If some control is not put on this, cellular
phone transmissions will saturate the airwaves and ruin what
has been and should always be an enjoable and rewarding
activity for all who wish to pursue it.

I urge you to please consider our side of the issue and do
not allow this over-running of the alrwaves. After all we
Just fought many years to get the F.C.C. to give us the
frequencies we have. We are not asking for more, Just let
us keep safely what you gave us in the first place.

Thank you for your attentlion and my gratitude, in advance
for supportlng us.

Sincerely,

Y/

Marc 5. Morgan ,( member A.M.A.)>



RECEIVED

January 13, 1993

FEB 03 1995
FCC MAIL Roopy

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

1919 M STREET

WASHINGTON DC 20554

TO WHOM THIS MAY CONCERN:

I am writing to voice my concern that the FCC will be ruling

shortly, on whether or not pictures/videos of aborted babies may

be used in the campaign ads for candidates running for Federal

offices. Although these pictures/videos are gruesome to look at,

the

fact remains that abortion has gruesome consequences. Someone

always dies. I believe that it is within the guaranteed 1lst amend-

ment rights of a candidate for Federal office to express their

personal beliefs during a campaign, in the manner that the candidate

judges necessary, in order to reflect these beliefs. Their are many

of us who believe that abortion is murder, and continue to work for

its

be.
the

you

ultimate demise, however politically incorrect this position may
Please continue to support the guaranteed rights given to us by
United States Constitution, even if we do not agree. I ask that

will rule to continue to allow that the pictures/videos of aborted

babies can be shown in campaign ads by candidates running for Federal

offices.

Sincerely,



January 13, 1993

RECEIVED
FEB 0 3 1993

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION FCC MAIL ROOM
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

1919 M STREET

WASHINGTON DC 20554

TO WHOM THIS MAY CONCERN:

I am writing to voice my concern that the FCC will be ruling
shortly, on whether or not pictures/videos of aborted babies may
be used in the campaign ads for candidates running for Federal
offices. Although these pictures/videos are gruesome to look at,
the fact remains that abortion has gruesome consequences. Someone
always dies. I believe that it is within the guaranteed 1lst amend-
ment rights of a candidate for Federal office to express their

personal beliefs during a campaign, in the manner that the candidate

judges necessary, in order to reflect these beliefs. Their are many

of us who believe that abortion is murder, and continue to work for

its ultimate demise, however politically incorrect this position may

be. Please continue to support the guaranteed rights given to us by
the United States Constitution, even if we do not agree. I ask that
you will ruie to cbntinue to allow that the pictures/videos‘of aborted
babies can be shown in campaign ads by candidates running for Federal

offices.

Sincerely,



James M. Estey

6452 N. Sayre

312/7?&332231 RE CEl VED
January 29, 1993 FEB 0.3 1995
FCC e ~ FCCMaILRogy,

1919 M. Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear FCC:

I have been interested in aviation since | was a small child. My father was a pilot in
World War ll and after the war he continued flying with private aircraft and he would
bring me along. His love for airplanes led him to building and flying radio control
models - an art which he taught and handed down to me. Today | am very involved
in building and flying radio controlied mode! airplanes. | am very active in our local
club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model
airplanes.

L
| 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 close to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. | 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 operations 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 modeis 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 considerabie
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,

frsins,

\James M. Estey
AMA Member #71500



RECEIVED
FEB 03 1993

Federal Communications Commission FCC MAIL ROOM 28 January, 1993
1919 M Street, NW
Washington D.C.

Dear Sirs;

I am a retired design engineer and am a lifelong enthusiast of
Remotely piloted model aircraft. I have been a leader member of the
Academy of Model Aeronautics for several years, and am associated
with three other organizations that promote the hobby for adults
and young adults. I organize and conduct competitive events related
to remotely piloted model aircraft. Some of these events are quite
large and can draw hundreds of spectators. This brings us to my
main reason for writing this letter.

I am very concerned about the proposal to change the operating

environment under which our current flying frequencies are
assigned.
The proposal is PR Docket 92-235., If adopted, the new rules would
greatly reduce the useability of frequencies currently assigned for
modelling use, and greatly increase the risk of accidents
associated with model flying. The frequencies in question are in
the 72-75 MHz band. This band is primarily used for land mobile
dispatch operations. However, our assigned modelling frequencies in
this band are far enough apart to allow band sharing without any
conflicts.

The new FCC proposal to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting the frequencies into narrower bandwidths is a bad one.
Some of the consequences of the proposed change are:

1. Mobile land frequencies will move closer to the current

Model control frequencies, and in some cases, overlap them.

2. Land Mobile Use would mean that frequency conflicts could
happen anytime, un-expectedly, and from any distance,
relative to the position of the modeler. Model control
interference would be total, and very dangerous.

3. 31 of the 50 currently assigned modelling frequencies will
be rendered useless.

4. Safety at large modelling meets will be severly
compromised due to overcrowding of the remaining 19
frequencies.

5. The adoption of these new rules will create a substantial
financial hardship for many modelers.

Please understand that many models are large, with wingspans of 10
feet or greater. They can weigh as much as 55 pounds, and can
travel at speeds exceeding 100 miles per hour. Consistant, SAFE,
control of these models is critical at competitive events due to
spectator safety considerations. The property damage, injuries, or
even death, that could be caused by this dangerous "band sharing"
is un-acceptable.

In 1990, many modelers, including myself, were forced to
upgrade, or replace, all of their radio control equipment in order



to fit into the currently assigned frequencies. That change cost Me
hundreds of dollars. This new proposal would force me to consider
doing the same thing again, except that now my equipment is much
more sophisticated and much more costly. All of my equipment is in
the lower half of the 72 MHz band, and as I understand the new
proposal, would virtually obsolete everything I own. An inventory
of my equipment indicates that this would mean the loss of, and
replacement of over $3000.00 dollars worth of Radio Control
Equipment. The only alternative would be to drop out of the hobby
due to the cost of this change. I have had this as my only hobby
for 43 years, and now that I am retired, it is even more important
to maintaining my sanity.

I think the rules change proposal covered by PR Docket 92-235
is unwise and unfair. The Radio Control modeler should not have to
bear the brunt of the changes every time the Mobile Phone industry
wants to expand its wallet. Please look elsewhere in the radio
spectrum for a place for the land mobile dispatch frequencies you
are seeking. PLEASE, help me to continue to enjoy the SAFE hobby of
Radio Controlled Modelling by not going through with this proposal.

Sincer ly,kf/ik:7/7 /)
. a;ZﬁZEZH?24 7/1§/§3

LeRoy Satterlee
1805 Lark Lane
Waterloo Iowa 50701-3638




January 13, 1993

RECEIVED
FEB 03 1993

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION OOM
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY FCC MAILR
1919 M STREET

WASHINGTON DC 20554

TO WHOM THIS MAY CONCERN:

I am writing to voice my concern that the FCC will be ruling
shortly, on whether or not pictures/videos of aborted babies may
be used in the campaign ads for candidates running for Federal
offices. Although these pictures/videos are gruesome to look at,
the fact remains that abortion has gruesome consequences. Someone
always dies. I believe that it is within the guaranteed 1lst amend-
ment rights of a candidate for Federal office to express their

personal beliefs during a campaign, in the manner that the candidate

judges necessary, in order to reflect these beliefs. Their are many

of us who believe that abortion is murder, and continue to work for
its ultimate demise, however politically incorrect this position may
be. Please continue to support the guaranteed rights given to us by
the United States Constitution, even if we do not agree. I ask that
you will rule to continue to aliow that the pictures/videos of aborted
babies can be shown in campaign ads by candidates running for Federal
offices.

Sincerely,

Ounrie folozzn



[Date] 27 }4975

FEB 03 1993
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW FCC MAIL ROOM
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sirs:

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
considering an action that will severely limit and potentially eliminate a very important hobby of mine,
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 S§ years. I own _/4  radios and _2_ 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, : Z
425 Pumwerc L)

Drusas Tx
IS23 2



RECEIVE D Loel H. Schoonover

1/28/93 272 Mathilda "C"
FEB 03 m Goleta CA 92117

FCC

1919 M St. NW 3

Washington DC 20554 FCC MAIL ROOM

Re: PR Docket 92-235
Dear FCC:

My greatest sport (some call it a hobby), that of designing, building, and
flying radio controlled model airplanes is in great danger from proposed rule
PR Docket 92-235. Part 90 is to be replaced by Part 88. Part 90, what we
presently have, allows safe use of Radio Controlled (R/C) aircraft models and
surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and
the frequencies used by R/C. The new Part 88 will allow mobile users to use
frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating safe
use of at least 31 of our 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft)
and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now
used by both planes and cars/boats.

We take great measures to assure safety of operator and bystanders and the
protection of property; this involves the save operations of radio control
frequencies. This proposal congests the frequencies and the margin of safety.
This is a real danger to fliers, spectators, and the public at large as we
often fly at public flying sites——because such a condition can easily cause
radio interference——loss of control of the aircraft.

In our sport we start as novices, but we become specialist in many fields,
i.e., aerodynamics; and this includes the field of radio transmission. There

is a real danger as outlined above if this proposal is enacted.

My ships weight up to 10 pounds and travels at speeds close to 75 miles an
hour. My investment in planes, equipment, is huge. I've been at it for several
decades. As with many sports (skiing, hang gliding, boxing) there are
potential dangers. Careful design, building, and practiced flying-lessons
makes this a spectacular, informative, safe, activity.

As a sport/hobby industry we've invested a great amount of time and money
working out frequency channels. This took years, taking into account the needs
of others, with sufficient safety. Prequencies were distributed, agreed upon;
we were forced to discard our invested radios, and we did it. All of my
present radio equipment would again be unsafe. I have hundreds of dollars in
new radio equipment now; our industry was forced to upgrade transmitter
technology to a state of the art—-something seldom demanded of other sporting
events in the nation. And now this proposal would make my equipment obsolete,
unsafe--not illegal, but unsafe.

I protest that you attempt to do this to our industry and sport.
Proposal PR Docket 92-235 is unsafe. It is unsafe.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Loel H. Schoonover
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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,
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’ se 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 miobile 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, detrimenthl impact upon me and the entire R/C hobby
industry. If put into effect, my airplane or heliqopter 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 _Z_ years. I own _H_ radios and _L_ model
airplanes, helicopters, cars and boats. In addition, I have numerous engines, motors, chargers, field
accessories and other products necessary to support my hobby. When you consider there are hundreds
of thousands of other 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 enjoym#nt.

I urge you to reconsider this. Keep 10 KLz 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,

/’/7[6 F /ﬂo[c\'@?
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The Honorable Alphonse D'Amato
United State Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Desr Senator D'Amabo:

There is a nev PCC proposal in the wvorks which will be voted on
somstime in Pebruary 1993. The proceeding is PR Docket 92-233.
If adopted, the nev rules vill greatly reduca the usadility of
trequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the
risk of accidents and attendant liability for controliing model
airplanes,

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MMz band. Thie
band iz primarily used for private land mobhile dispatch oparations.
Howvever, our radio control freguencies in this band are far enough
apart fora the land scbile frequencies that ue have been able

to share 4he band without either use interfering with the other.

Novw the PCC wants to c:nahn woro xand mobi e traquanaiaa by spxltkiﬁq
thex into narrower bandwidths and rearranginsg the band plan.

As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to

the racdio control frequencies and cause interference to radio

control operations. 1 am told that of the 50 freguencies that

are presently available for radio control of model alrplanes,

only 19 fraguencies will be left if these nev rules are adopted.

I am an active competitor in local. national anéd {ntarnational
evantz. 1 am very active in our local club, the WRAMS, Vestchester
Radio Aeromodelers Society. and have been for 30 yearas Many of

the memders of the WRAMS are veterans of World War 11, Korea or
vVietnam. Most all held positions of some Xind with relation to
full-scale flying or maintenance.

We hold a manufacturers and model flyers shovw every year at the
Westchester County Center in White Plains. Nev York. We usually
have about 20,000 atvendees for our 2-Jay show. the last veekend
of Fabruary.

I ovn § piecas of radio equipmeat that wounld be gnusable 1if this
-fyeguency assignment is adopted. Since the proposed new freguencies
are 80 c¢lose. interference vill occur and render most model frequencien
unusable. w



The Honorable Alphonse D'Amate
January 28, 1993

1 40 not think it is wise of the FCC to seak to improve the operating
conditions of land modile radic users at the expense of radio control
modelars. The FCC may not think we are as {mportant as business

users of radio. but we have 3 consideradle investment in cur models
and in our radio eguipment. Thae hobdy provides many houre of enjoymsent
to thousaads of padple like myaself and contributes to tae advancement
and development of the commercial aviation {ndustry.

Please holp me continuce the safe sanjoyment of ay pamtime by not alloving
the FCC to carry out it® proposals for the 7i-76 NHp baad.

Sincerely.

&f«: rillia

cc:The Honorsble Nite Lowey
FPCC Federal Commerications Cormission
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Washington, DC 200554
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Dear Sirs: FCC MA

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 modcls 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,
climinating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band and 10 of the 30
frequencies on thec 75 MHz band now used by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be
affccted.

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 ﬁ é years. I own 3 radios and 8 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 therc 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,
2996 Custer G,
Metlisg J1pfirs $ g0l
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To Whom It May Concern

I am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing and operating radio
controlled model airplanes. [ am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR
Docket 92-235. 14 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.

Dur radio tontrol frequencies are in the 72 - 74 MHz band. This Band is primarily used
for private land 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 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 model airplanes, only 19 of the frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly 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 or safety
precautions involve careful coordination and use of radio 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 model airplanes have wing spans up to and in excess of ten feet
and weigh thirty or forty pounds. The models themselves are expensive to buildy but more to
the point , they're 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 considerable investment in our models and
in our radio equipment.

The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people 1like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please reconsider the new channels and usage assigned to the 72 to 75 MHz bands, that
modelers like myself may continue safe enjoyment of our pastime,

Thank you,
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Washington, D.C. 20554

FCC MAIL ROOM

Dear Sirs:

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

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

Your Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of your 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.

If adopted, the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for R/C model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability. It will create a significant safety risk and severely damage a
billion dollar industry. Loss of R/C sales will hamper my ability to stay in business to sell other hobby items as well.
I urge you to reconsider this action. Keep 10 KHz spacing between all frequencies on 75 MHz and 72 MHz
frequencies available for safe use by R/C enthusiasts. Please don’t eliminate this hobby that has grown tremen-
dously over the past 30 years and has so much investment of money and enjoyment of people nationwide.

Thank you for your consideration.

M.

Sincerely,



