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DEC 201991
Federal CommUnlcauOII;, ..,,,,,IIHission

Office of the Secretary

December 16, 1991

DC 20554

7RULE MAKINGRE:PETITION
RM-7869

C-- -

Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communicatir'ns C(mllni~3sjon

1919 M Street, N.W.
"'---- Room 222

Wa;::~hington.

Dear Ms. Searcy:

r 1e as e findenc los edone 0 rig ina 1 and f i ./ C ':: 0 pie s c, f my
cc%ments on the above captioned matter. Sufficient copies
.'ire encloDcd to in3ure· (:~l(:h Comrni::>;::ic)rl(" )('.::eives a copy.

Respectfully submitted,

_.__.- --'«--~."'--"_...
A. Crady, N6VF~-"'-7--

4335 Bainbridge Avenue
Anaheim, Calif. 92807
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Offi~ of the Sec.1etary
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Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

In the Mattet- of
Amendment of Part 97 o~ the
Commission's Rules Governing
AmateurRadio Services
Regarding Repeater and
Auxiliary Operation in the
:t • 25 Metet- Band

To: The Commission

:>
:>
,,:.

..:'

..:.

.:.

Rt'l-7869

PETITION AGAINST RULE MAKING

I, Leon A. Crady. N6VFY, hereby submit my request to the

'--' Fede~'al Communicaticms Cc)mmission to NOT take action on this

Petition ~or Rule Making, as submitted by the American Radio

~:elay League.

As an active member on the 1.25 Meter Band, I know how

important this band is to the now extremely dense population

o~ repeaters and other user interest. Recently, you

diminished our band 40% due to the recent proceeding of NPRM

87-14.



This new request by the American Radio Relay League, (ARRL),

would cause another cut into this spectrum that is still

trying to relocate those that were displaced in NPRM 87-14.

This this new rule i~ accepted, another 17 repeater in the

Southern Cali~ornia area will be displaced.

I have personally used this repeater to help in Emergancies

on our very crowded Freeways and know that many lives have

been saved due to the many Amateur Radio Operators on this

band calling the vaious Agencies needed to get help ~or

accident victoms and potential accident victoms.

I personally have a great deal o~ money invested in

equipment both Mabile and Residential in this 1.25 Meter

band and a~ course this would be o~ considerable loss to me

as I would no longer be able to utilize this equipment.
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This is a very serious concern to me as I am dedicated to

helping my ~ellow man in times o~ need in any emergancy that

could arise here in Southern Cali~ornia, as as you know we

live in an Earthquake prone area and I know that

communications are o~ the upmost importance during this type

c)·f emeTgancy, as p ~-oven dLw i ng t hE' ~··ecE~nt San F~-anc i sco

Quake.

I would hope that you would de~er this matter back to the

ARRL and request that local area coordinators try to

accomodate ALL displaced uses as best as possible.

~ew who have NEVER attempted to contact the Southern

Thelse

Cali~ornia 220 Spectrum Management Association to voice

theit" cencet"n. Prior to the league ~iling this proposal,

one member o~ the ~requency board ~or the 220 Spectrum

Management Association contacted one o~ the league members

in support e~ this proposal, to contact the board to discuss

possible options, and their reply was, we will settle ~or

nothing less than 150 Khz. I would certainly hope that with

this attitude, it is best to advise thE~ league to wad:; with

us, or use the weak signal band on two meters and six

meters, where the propagation is much like the 1.25 Meter
I,

band and they have a band that has not been reduced by

MPRM 87-14.
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For the above reasons~ this writer respec+ully asks the

Commission to abandon the proposed allocation 0+ 222.000 to

222.150 Mhz~ to weak signal~ and instead defer the matter

back to the ARRL for resolution with local area coordination

councils.

Respectfully Submitted~

December 16~ 1991

Leon A. Crady. N6VFY

4335 Bainbridge Avenue

Anaheim, Cali+. 92807

(714) 637-7967


