
Preemption of State and Local
Land Use Restrictions on Citing
Placement and Construction of
Broadcast Station Transmission
Facilities

Re: Docket No. 97-182
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Offi~ o:f1h.e~$eeteta ry, Docket 97-182
Fede~arCommunications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sir or Madam:

As a member of EM Chapter 323, I strongly protest the above
referenced Docket No. 97-182.

The EM does not believe there is a benefit to the public in
implementing this rule. At the very least this proposed rule should be
revised to allow local authorities to regulate the construction of towers
considered to be obstacles by the FAA.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal.

Sincerely,
EXPERIMENTAL AIRCRAFT ASSOCIATION
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216 75th StreetNW
Rochester MN 55901
December 3 , 1997

Office ofSecretary
Federal ComrmmicatioDS Commission
Wasbngton DC 20554
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Re: FCC proposal (Docket No. 97-182)
titled: Preemption ofState and Local Zoning and Land Use Restrictions on the Citing,

Placeme~ and Construction ofBroadcast Station Transmission Facilities.

I think this is a very bad idea.

I can understand broadcasters wanting to avoid selling the need for their broadcast towers
to the communities. They will have to explain why they need a certain location and get the
approval ofconmnmity leaders and also answer concerns from interested citizens. This will have
a cost and they may not get their first choice oflocation. This does not excuse them from the rules
that apply to any other business wishing to serve an area.

Broadcasters are in the business to make money by providing a service to their customers.
They are no more important than ;my other business. Olmsted County has reasonable land use
policies in place to protect the safety ofproperty owners who live adjacent to commercial
property. This includes set back rules to assure that a falling tower will stay within the business
property. I see no reason to preempt such roles.

Please do not allow this power grab.
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office of the Secretary, Docket 97-182
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Docket No. 97-182 Preemption of State and Local
Land Use Restrictions on Citing
Placement and Construction of
Broadcast Station Transmission
Facilities

Dear Sir or Madam:

As a member of EAA Chapter 323, I strongly protest the above
referenced Docket No. 97-182.

The EAA does not believe there is a benefit to the public in
implementing this rule. At the very least this proposed rule should be
revised to allow local authorities to regulate the construction of towers
considered to be obstacles by the FAA.

6~.. "

.-/) ,(~ <'[

·f Dc -It.!/'
~ e:.-

5 vr -l eJ

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal.

Sincerely,
EXPERIMENTAL AIRCRAFT ASSOCIATION
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