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Roland Desjardins <Roland_Desjardins@arnrcorp.com>
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In the NPRM for "Operation ofCertain Ship and Aircraft Radio Stations without
Individual Licenses" the reference to Part 87 Section 403(i) states,
"Similarly, the Commission would eliminate the requirement that a member of the public have
an individual license to operate a VHF aircraft radio and/or any type of emergency locator
transmitter(ELT) on board a recreational aircraft."

Does this mean a pilot operating an aircraft for hire will be required to have an individual license
to operate VHF aircraft radios? I was under the impression that a Radiotelephone license was no
longer necessary for an individual operating an aircraft VHF radio during flight for hire. Could
you clarify for me the FCC requirement concerning pilots for hire?

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Roland P. Desjardins
967-5840
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Gary D. Norgan <gnorgan@koan.com>
'smagnott@fcc.gov' <smagncitt@fcc.gov>
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"WT Docket No. 96-82'
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Dear Sirs,
I just read today in "The Log", then checked the Internet, that a = license is no longer

required for recreational boats. I own a Catalina =
22 sailboat and sail regularly off the coast, either cruising or racing. =
I have held off buying a VHF radio for my boat because I felt first = that the original $115

dollar, then the $75 dollar fee, was a little too =much to spend after purchasing the radio. Other
boats I sail with have =them but I instead chose, each time I considered a radio, to spend my =
money on other, more essential, equipement. I am planning a coastal =cruise for next weekend
but now I will definitely buy a VHF radio and = have it installed before I go. This will make my
family (2 children) = extremely happy as they always have a fear ofgetting in trouble with no =

way to contact help. I just wanted to say thanks for making safety a =real concern ofour
govern:ment and would encourage the full = implementation of the license fee change. My son
and dauPter and wife =thank you, too!

Regards, (and sailing safer now)
GaryNorgan
26237 Olsen View Ct.
Hemet, CA 92544
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Thank you for the chance to comment,
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BOB LEWIS <boblewis@cet.com>
B7.B7(smagnott)
5/13/964:43pm
WT Docket No. 96-82

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

I belteve doing away with the license requirement for marine VHF radios is a fine idea. The
main pourpose ofhaving one on my boat is saftey. This proposed change will allow many who
could not afford both a radio and a license a chance to buy the radio.

My only suggestion is that since many boats do not have names, make it optional to use either
the vessel name or the registration numbers for station identification.

Thanks Again,

Robert E. Lewis
105 W. Florence Ave.
Spokane, WA 99218
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Barry E. Saylor <barrys%msmail@microen.com>
B7.B7(smagnott)
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WT Docket No. 96-82 DOCKET FILE copy ORIGINAL

RECEIVED

MAY 241996
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I would like to see the elimination of the radio station licensing requirement. I have a small boat
(18ft) that I use for recreation. The fees required for the license are of a prohibative nature and
have detered me from installing a VHF radio.

Thanks,
Barry E. Saylor
12015 SE 218th PI.
Kent, WA 98031

. No. of Copies rOC'd-L
List .:'BCl"JE



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Herb Herpolsheimer <herpol@ccmail.nevada.edu>
B7.B7(smagnott)
4/30/964:58pm

WT Docket No. 96-82 DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

RECEIVED

MAY 241996
FEDERAl COIIIlIICATIOfII8 COMMIS8IOH

OFRCE OF SECRETARY

Taking into consideration the safety factor that a VHF Marine Band Radio aboard a vessle
provides, I am strongly in favor of the proposal outlined in the NPRM in WT Docket No. 96-82,
FCC 96-145.

Herbert F. Herpolsheimer
952 Toni Avenue
Las Vegas, NY 89119
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

The National Business Aircraft Association (NBAA) represents
business aviation in the U.S. and is supported by nearly 4000 member
companies that operate more than 5500 aircraft. They provide American
industry with air transportation services, primarily on a not for
profit basis. Nearly 100 percent of the Fortune 500 industrial
companies operating business aircraft are members of the Association.
A significant number of the membership also operate internationally to
the benefit of world-wide commerce and trade.

NBAA supports what appears to be the intent of the instant proposal
but are very concerned with the confusion that will follow if the
terminology used in the proposal is not modified to comply with
industry accepted standards

The body of the instant proposal, Section IV, paragraph 6, states your
intentions to eliminate the requirement to have an FCC license to
operate a VHF aircraft radio ...[or ELT] on board a "recreational
aircraft". There is currently no definition for a "recreational
aircraft" that is accepted by the aviation industry in the US.

Than in the Part 87, change to 87.18 (b), it states that an aircraft
station license is not needed domestically when the station is on
board a "private aircraft." Again federal statute in 14CFR, does not
directly define "private," when it come to aircraft, although it might
be implied that it is any non-commercial operation.

The instant proposal only specifically addresses VHF communications
and is mute on UHF and other onboard standard aircraft band equipage.

NBAA strongly suggests that the proposal be modified to allow all
domestically flown aircraft to be exempted from the FCC station
licensing requirements for all standard aviation bands. This would
accomplish the FCC goal ofeliminating 125,000 licensing applications
and have the added benefit of avoiding great confusion over
definitions. .

/
Yours truly,

William H. Stine
Sr. Mgr. International

'V"",';'-:'.' roc'd----
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