
DOCKET FILE COpyORIGfN~ECE'VED
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION SEP141918

IN THE MATTER OF 1998 BIENNIAL REGULATORY REV'IMG-MAll ROOM
Amendment of Part 97 of the Commission's Amateur seMce .
Rules,FCC WT Docket 98-143.

I have some serious doubts about some of the changes I hear about
in the liCense structure specifically about changes in the "cense
requirements.
I beleve that many of these changes and those proposed by the
ARAL are driven by money t i.e. do away with many of the previous
requirements and many appItcants who were unable to meet the
,.........nts of code or proficiency tn the theory tests wit obtain the

=.~=~:~~:-"~m:e~ =~,,:eS~Rl.
Then You will have generated an expanded and very lucrative
market for the many manufacturers and dealers in comuntcation
equipment. From here it seems that you wi be moving in the same
direction as happened in Citizens' Band radio in which we now have a
muhltude of unlicensed, unregulated operators ignoring bend
limitationsf operating above power limitations, without any respect for
language used or interference with others.

I believe that the Novice written and 5 WPM code tests should be
maintained. The next level shoutd be the General class, as in the
paat. I find it impossible to b81eve that anyone~ to apply
themselves could not pass both the 5 WPM and the Novice theory
test. If unwitting to apply even this minimal effort they certainty would
be unwtlng/or unable to contribute anything of value to amateur radio
or to the communication needs of our country. ~
I believe that the code test for General class licenses should remain c:;;
at 13 WPM and Extra Class at 20 WPM. The written theory tests are ~.. 0

often rtMeed Bndeneuld be to meet the requirements 018 conlt.n~ ~f$' ~
changing communication environment. Such testa should require 8 VJ .~f,.,7 §
working knowledge of most recent dIgIta' technologies. ~ i:;'~~ ~

~ ~. c:::.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.1t...~0~·U/.//
Robert L. Wiester / . /:'/ - ',.
12730 Jerome Ave. I,·· ~t.-

Orofln8, Idaho 83544 WB7 FHT
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David C. Johnson, KC6TDS
604 West Naomi Avenue #8
Arcadia, California 91007
(626) 821-0954
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September 5, 1998

Federal Communications Commission
Magalie Raman Salas
Office of the Secretary
1919 "M" Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

In the matter of 1998 biennial Regulatory Review-Amendent of Part 97 of the
Commission's Amateur Service Rules, FCC WT Docket 98-143

Dear FCC,

I will try and make this as brief as possible. I do wish that the licences using a
name to identify each remain. The following is my proposal: ~

VHF & UHF examination with no code test taken
5 wpm code test
General examination with 10 wpm code test
Advanced written exam
Extra examination with 15 wpm code test

CP
tJI
\l\

~..
<£

I think the current question pool for all of the examinations, and the way the
test's are administered, is just fine. I do not support an essay written examination.
Requiring to receive for the code test is good enough. I do not support the send and
receive policy.

No-Code Technician
Technician Plus
General
Advanced
Extra

Regarding the enforcement policies. If laws are not enforced, some people will
continually violate them. This is what has been happening in some area's. The FCC
just needs to follow through on complaints and issue the heavy fines to each individual
who insist on vio 'ng these laws. Some may even need time behind bars for their
offense. Wave d sC?!T1e vial, filth mouth individuals on the frequencies here.
Turnin ver the en cement to the private sector will not help. The wrath of the

g,OV men! is jU~ at....s~m7P...e Ie need. Thank you.

! t' /1/: ncerel , . '"

"----- / /,~~)J
/ D'Y'id . Johnson, ~6TDS

j

; .'
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Terry A. Johnson, KD6AUI
604 West Naomi Avenue #8
Arcadia, California 91007
(626) 821-0954
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September 5, 1998

Federal Communications Commission
Magalie Raman Salas
Office of the Secretary
1919 "M" Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

In the matter of 1998 biennial Regulatory Review-Amendent of Part 97 of the
Commission's Amateur Service Rules, FCC WT Docket 98-143

Dear FCC,
cL'

I will try and make this as brief as possible. I do wish that the licences usirt! a
name to identify each remain. The following is my proposal: ~

No-Code Technician
Technician Plus
General
Advanced
Extra

VHF & UHF examination with no code test taken
5 wpm code test
General examination with 10 wpm code test
Advanced written exam
Extra examination with 15 wpm code test

I think the current question pool for all of the examinations, and the way the
test's are administered, is just fine. I do not support an essay written examination.
Requiring to receive for the code test is good enough. I do not support the send and
receive policy.

Regarding the enforcement policies. If laws are not enforced, some people will
continually violate them. This is what has been happening in some area's. The FCC
just needs to follow through on complaints and issue the heavy fines to each individual
who insist on violating these laws. Some may even need time behind bars for their
offense. We have had some vial, filth mouth individuals on the frequencies here.
Turning over the enforcement to the private sector will not help. The wrath of the
government is just what some people need. Thank you.
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September 6, 1998
"ACSIMILE

(7'4) 246-'248

FCC SECRETARY
Federal Communications Commission
1919 "Mil Street, Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: WT Docket 98-143

Gent1epeople:

These are my comments re your proposed ru1e-
making.

1. Kindly lower General class code speed from
13 to 5.

2. More enforcement, please.

Very truly yours,

No. of Copies rec'd,__J__
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"IN THE MATTER OF 1998 BIENNIAL REGULATORY REVIEW--AMENDMENT
OF PART 97 OF THE COMMISSION'S AMATEUR SERVICE RULES ,FCC WT
DOCKET 98-143". '

FROM; ROBERT K MULLEINS KF4MHT FORMALLY KA8EWC
RT 1 BOX 62 C
CUMBERLAND,VA.23040
804-492-3028

I AGREE WITH YOUR PROPOSED RULEMAKING CHANGE. LOWERING CODE
SPEED FOR THE "NEW GENERAL CLASS" FROM 13 TO 5 WORDS. THAT ALSO
WOULD BE THE ENTRY LEVEL CODE SPEED FOR TECHNICIAN'S. I WOULD
ALSO LIKE TO SEE TH~20 WPM DROPPED TO 13. IN THE COMPUTER AGE OF
TODAY WITH INTERNET E-MAIL AND RTTY TWO CODE SPEEDS IS ALL WE
NEED. I AGREE THAT THE·NOVICE CLASS SHOULD BE PHASED OUT. I THINK
WHEN YOU AUTHORIZE ADVANCED CLASS TO ADMINISTER TEST TO GENERAL
AND TECHNICIAN'S IT WILL ELEMINATE THE BURDEN ON THE VE'S WE NOW
HAVE.

THANKS
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