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The Honorable John Olngell

2328 Rayburn
WashirYJton, D.C2051 5

Dear Mr. John Dingell,
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I am very concerned about proposed rutes that are currently under consideration by
the Federal Communications Commission. 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 will increase the risk of accident and attendant liability for controlling
model aircraft.

The FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into
narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many mobile
frequencies will move closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to
radio control operations. lam 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 saf~ty 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 reduced.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and
weigh as much as 30 to 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to. build; but
more to the point, they are capable of causing propertY9amag.e, serious inj"ury or even
death if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. 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 orde r to
assure a safe flying environment.

Please think of our radio frequencies as National Parks, something to be enjoyed
to

and saved for future generations. 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.

SincereIy't11
Ji
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Dear Senator Dingell:

The Honorable John Dingell
Unlted States Senate
Washington. D.C. 20510
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I and my tvo sons have been involved 10 bUllding and flying radio controlled model
airplanes for the last four years. Ue fly both fixed ving airplanes aud helicopters, and
are members of a local flying club. I aa also an electrical engineer, so I understand the
technical issues'in radio control and frequency channel separation.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Co.mission (FCC). The proceeding i~ PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,
the nev 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
alfplanes.

Our radiO control frequencies are 1n the 72-76 MHz band. This band is priaarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart froa the land aobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other.

Hoy the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many
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Dear Mr. John Ding~ll

children who derIve
,nany tloursof erl.j.oymerlt frCJffi cCJnstl~"ucting and operatil1g t··a~]~J

controlled model airplanes. I have eight pieces 0+ ra~io

equipment worth approximately $1,400.00 that would be
rene(ie~ed unLlsable if the F~C~Cc Frequeilcy assigrlment Ki!:-'~~;'~ ~~:'p

Docket #92-235 passes. The F.C.C. wants to create more Idnd
~obile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandw~dthS

and rearranging the band plan. This would move many land
mobile frequencies close to the radio control frequencies and
cause interference. Of the 50 frequencie~ now presently
avildble only 19 frequencies will be left if the new rules
are adopted. There are 186 members in my radio control model
airplane club alone,and we fly models up to 30 to 40 pounds
with wing spans up to 10 feet. The models are expenisive to
build, b~t more to the point, they are capable of causing
great property damage and serious injury if radio
interfet~ence causes the oper-ator to lose c:ortrol. ~-I)(;:; r·,:?~~j;-i·-'··

use of our full complement of radio frequenic~s in orjpr ts
assure a safe flying enviroment.

I do not think it is wise· of the ~.C.C. to seek to impr0v~

tt~2 operating condit.ionsDf 12!ld mobile radio Lisers at t;lE
C~,~p2:~~5e of the r-adio =ontrol n~c)delerss Please J'elp ff!2

.:: '=:;~'-i t.: ~.- ,."; :_~2 t h ~~ '5i:t ..; ~:~ ;?:"n j c)y"merj t c~i: (ny f ~i.:T1 i 1 ~l P a .:::~ t i :T!E";' L) '/ r: C) t:.
.;11(JWlf1Q ttle F8C~Ca to c2rr-y OLit j.t~s proposal NI='RM P!~ L)G~::;'

~92-235 for ttle 72--76 MHZ band~

Si fleer 1 ~I

t<:e\iifl f.", II Ja.l'-\/is

Mr. &.... Kfttn ......
8125 GIlInen

Gerden Ctty... 48135
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~ented~will have a p~ofond effect on Model freqLlency use~

I am i~eti~ed and de~ive many tl0urs of pleasuY-e frofn btli:ldir')(]

!·le~.p me contin~Je the safe eniovmef1t

L .._ ..• __I
1...I.::,.! I;...:::

..... Louis Marcon
*12 LineoInview Dr
Farmington, MI 48334
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The Honorable JOM Q1n.;;ll ~ ..
2328 Rayburn Bldg. : :. - rlJ /.:.'
Washington D.C. ':;,2001:5,", ,J C]4f:
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Dear Mr. Dingell,

.- :....

"Jl'~":', . ,

" ,

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

I have been interested in aviation as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club whose
members enjoy constructing and operating radio-controlled model aircraft. I personally own~
radios,~ RIC models, and have a workshop full of other products necessciry for the construction,
operation, and maintenance of my aircraft.. I enjoy my hobby/sport very much.

I ant very concerned about a proposed rule that is currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications Commissioa (FCC). The proceeding Is PR Docket 92-135. If adopted the new
rule will greatly reduce the usabiDty of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76MHz 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.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-135 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows the 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
would allow mobile users on frequencies withiJ,l,25KHz of the frequencies available to us. This would
eliminate safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of the
30 frequencies on the 75MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will
be greatly decreased.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile users
at the expense of the RIC modelers. The FCC may not think that we are as important as business users
of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a
sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby provides many
hours of enjoyment to hundreds of 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' proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76MHz band. We all need your help urgently because
the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 arter which it may become more difficult to avoid
halting these proposals from going into effect.
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The Honorabie J~cQ.!~gell
2328 Rayburn Bu1J«i#S,~

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Xr. Dingell:

I a. a 61 year old airplane and bOat modeler who has been
engaged in the hobby since ray high school days. Currently I aa
the president of a local club of .... -e.bers that enjoy sport
flying and contest co~tition with radio controlled sail planes
or gliders. We are able to do this with considerable safety
under the current Federal CollaUllicationa Co_iasion (FCC) rules
for frequency shariug and use.

I aa very concerned about the proposed rules that are
currently under consideration by the FCC. That is PR Docket 92­
235. If adopted, the new rules w1ll seriously affect the safe
use of frequencies now used for, radio controlled .:Jdels. This
w1ll increase the risk of acc1dentsand the associated liability.

The frequencies currently assigned to the hobby of radio
controlled models are in the 72 - 76 JIIIz band which is pri.arily
used for private land .cbile dispat.ch operations. Our radio
frequencies are far enough apart. fro. t.he land .cbile frequencies
that we have been able t.o share the band without. interfering with
each other.

As I understand the proposed rules thefrequenciea to be
used will be brought. closer together and the likelihood of over­
riding frequencies <frequency' interference) will be alDOSt
certain. That condition to a radio controlled model means total
loss of control by the operator and a model that is left to go
wherever it may and collide with whatever or whomever happens to
be in its path.

Being a safety conscious -xlel operator, carrying insurance
in case of mishaps, and Wishing to not further increase the risk
of accident I feel it unwise of the FCC to take the action
proposed. Also, I aa distressed by the iapact these rules would
have on the considerable invest-ent I have made in ti~ and DDney
over the recent years as my radio equipment has been upgraded to
be as safe as the technology of the industry can make it.

While the FCC .ay not consider modelers as important as
business users of radios, please help me and the ~Dbers of my
club continue the safe operation of our .adels and protect our
investments by not allowing the FCC to enact this proposal for
the 72 - 76XHz band.

\
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February 8, 1993

Dear Representative John Dingell:

I have personally been involved in the radio control for over 'I years. During this time,
I have continued to be a member of the Academy of Model· Aeronautics" a· Ron-profit
organization dediCated to the promotion of the hobby of radio control. I have always insured
myself from liability by making my aircraft safe to fly and following ~me strict guidelines set
up by the AMA.

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 bandwidth 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 UI~~er 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 ~rdination 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 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 operato~ to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contest 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
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
caITy out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

WALTER H. flEEGER
RT." BOX 4313

ORAYUNO. .. <48738
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Dear Representative lohn P!~gell:
d.~. ::~/; ~~:~ ~. ~ ...

I have personally been involved in the radio control for over(;lC) years~ During-this time,
I have continued to bea member of the Academy of Model Aeronautics, a non-profit
organization dedicated to the promotion of the hobby of radio control. I have always insured
myself from liability by making my aircraft safe to fly and following some strict guidelines set
up by the AMA.

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 dispatc(h 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 bandwidth 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 aiid 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 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death if radio interference
causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and
contest 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
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,

DALE T SANDERA~
31Z TOWER lULL RD
IIOOOIrTOfiI LAD: 10 4tl%f..tU3
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The Honorable John Dingell
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Mr. Dingell:

Michael H. Cops_ ..
47935 Brewster,Ct
Plymouth. MI 48170
February 3. 1993

I am very active in the Midwest RC Oub constructing and operating radio controlled
model airplanes.

I am very concerned about the proposed rules that are currently under consideration
by the Federal Conununications Conunission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92­
235. H adopted, the new roles will greatly reduce the usability or 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 .~ 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 operations. I am told that of the fifty frequencies that are presently available for
radio control of model airplanes. only nineteen 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. H 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 ten feet and weigh
as much as thirty or forty 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
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our models at organizedevents 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 F.CC. to seek to improve 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 conlributes to the advancement and development of the
conunercial 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,

~'kW-~~,~
Michael H Cops J-

MHCltp
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The Hon. John Dingell
2328 Raybuml Bldg
Washington. D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Dingell
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KenSha~
55.0 Marton Rd.
Ann Arbor, Mi. 48108
27/Jan/1~92

Ij

I would like to express my concerns a)Jout the FCC's NPRM-PR Docket 92-235. As a
member of the radio control model aircraft connnunity and a member of the
Academy of Model Aeronautics. I find the insertion of additional frequencies
into the FCC assigned radio control frequencies to be without cause.

The current radio control frequencies are current in the 72 and 7S MHz band.
This band of frequencies is also used by "paging" and other "mobile"· uses. The
aircraft section of the 72 MHz has about SO different chariners~"(frequencies).
All of these channels can not be use in any single area because of other more
powerfully users in that area There is enough channels in anyone location that
model aviation fmetion can still take place.

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

My personal type of model aircrcift are sailplanes. These aircraft have wing
spans ranging between 2 meters to over 14 feet. I am an active competitor in
local and natiopal events. The lost of use of assigned frequencies will strongly
curtail tins ftUlction.

Safety is my biggest concern. By increasing the number of frequencies within
the assigned frequencies will have to be closer together. In order to fly in
contests or other events the radio control transmitter has to be checked to ensure
that its radiation is within certain specifications. The maximum power output of



our equipment is .75 milwatts. To ensure the safety of ourselves and any
bystander the transmitters and receivers that we use are narrow band
I am sure that the FCC will not require that proposed mobile transmitters to be
checked to ensure that do not radiate outside of their assigned frequencies. Just
remember back to the days of the CBc~ there were so many overpowered
units out on the road. With the proposed FCC rules which would allow mobile
transmitters with many times the output power and be within 2.5 KHz of current
radio control frequencies.

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. It also supports many small business in the area. Do we need more
car phones?

Please help me continue the SAFE enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to cany out its proposals for the 72-75 MHz band

Sincerely,

~/V~~

·..
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Dear Mr. Dingle:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a
local club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled helicopters. I have

. had to take a early medical retirement from General Motors, and so my physical activity is very
limited.

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. Ifadopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability offrequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk ofaccidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes and
helicopters.

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 baI}.d
without either use interfering with the other.

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

,

When we fly our model airplanes and helicopters under radio contro~ we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many
ofour safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies.
If the number ofusable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin ofsafety 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 ofcausing 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 ofoperators participate. We need the use ofour full complement of
radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.
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I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land
mobile users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as
important as business users ofradios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in
our radio equipment. In my case, being on a fixed income because ofearly medical retirement, this
proposal would force me to give up the only hobby I can physically participate in. The hobby
provides many hours ofenjoyment to thousands ofpeople like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development ofthe commercial aviation industry.

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

..


