DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL
Attn: Magalie Salas e 3

From: James M. Hicks - KG4K
312 West Carver St.
Durham, NC 27704
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Dear Sir:

Here are a few signatures from some concerned amateur radio
operators about RM-9259.; |l here was very little time to organize and get
comments. However [ can certify that over 90% of the amateurs | talked
to were in agreement with this petition and readily signed. The other 10%
were not in disagreement, most of them just didn't know enought about it.
| also tried to contact ARRL several month ago and they ignored any

comments. My main concern is that RM-9259 will become a technological
impediment.

Thank You,

s N
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To: FCC "““M""’f» a

From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. |t is our feeling

that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling

that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. in effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC YA
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators - ‘

Comment on RM-9259: o b e

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and reguiations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling

that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-8259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. iIn effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. it is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. in effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeiing
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. in effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resuiting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and reguiations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.

Na y 7, Call & Class ARRL MEMBER
L P
Gl T L DAL el
Il ./ L‘U (] X 14—’&'3
Agprns, miMI v
et F ". s wmeanwng A Yes
(k.. ) A K O0d vg~c il )
.'m. 7 I & YA 1178 Alo
'A"AA '. {4 h A [ o A2 ILCL
m’ R 2 A O LAy 1
Sy loie f HOPR _ “imh “es
K .‘JMIQ." : Wa{ND Cxtr. No
' bt riend (S BIEHY Tegin 4 Yes
’!4”35”1'% S S <
Pz, ;(0'/7/'3 ione: o
m N DA 1A ND
ml:ﬂt'wm'n R /%% épww e p )
L Al ”/,_"_,.l’" L { AN/ /28
(e LA 7 KA keg be1 Tec /Yes
A icrbgnal 7 Xar HFE g Exr/Rf YES
U Cnnen die KA i ¥Es
ﬂ_ﬂl./’._ ¢ W T anithn N
YD) poold ¥ 5/ Y )~ ar gl >
IAF - KF'LMKT G eweral Yes
< el Ao KLY O RN Ue s
lgmvz._v C\A! o Co) c
X s Ukads beAd REF TECh. Ao
LS [ fer 2R L3 7/2S
(| Zecgity (A A &7 =z Y5
VY A, £ 7 ar R 4 N “Tesin Wed
!,rzmz'izz KA  ADV NO
Ztﬂﬁmm’!"“. . ADA (et Yres
TR Ky e YN — Y NS
ALLEN _SONDER S\ N-gwHo TEch (e
g WRLmr e s
{
Ve g
KAZAEV Ves

A4 kT Ye<




To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators - E e g

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.

Name Call & Class ARRL MEMBER
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.

Name Call & Class ARRL MEMBER
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To: FCC
From: Concerned Amateur Radio Operators

Comment on RM-9259:

We the undersigned do not want RM-9259 made part of the offical FCC rules and regulations. We
feel RM-9259 is not the way to manage our VHF & UHF bands. In effect RM-9259 assigns private
indivduals and groups exclusive use of our frequencies, resulting in gross mismanagement of our
resources. We certainly do not wish to legalize and grant any futher authority to the repeater
associations. Our resources are not being used because of this mismanagement. It is our feeling
that our frequencies should be available for use by all licensed amateur radio operators.
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