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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Joe Overstreet" <W1 GTK@turbonet.com>
K1 DOM.K1 P01 (FCCINFO)
Sat, Oct 17, 1998 8:42 PM
Fw: ECFS Reply Part 97, Changes to Amateur Radio Service NPRM 9150

I am not able to get my comments through on ecfs. Would you please accept
this as my comments on NPRM 9150, and forward it to the appropriate person.

Thanks, Joe Overstreet

> From: Electronic Comment Filing System <ecfs@fccsun05w.fcc.gov>
> To: W1GTK@turbonet.com
> SUbject: ECFS Reply Part 97, Changes to Amateur Radio Service NPRM 9150
> Date: Friday, 16 October, 199821:01
>
> To obtain a list of tags and instructions for sending E-Mail
Submissions,please send an e-mail to:
> ecfs@fcc.gov
> with a line in the message contents containing the following words:
>
> get form your-email-address
> Replace 'your-email-address' with your own e-mail address
> .

> ECFS Received your Submission/Request at 10/17/98 00:01:33 Eastern Time
>
> Required tagged information '<PROCEEDING>' is missing.
> Required tagged information '<NAME>' is missing.
> Required tagged information '<TEXT>' is missing.
> Invalid state <STATE> ".
> Invalid document type <DOCUMENT-TYPE> ".
>
> If you were attempting to file a comment, ECFS was unable to process
> your comment at 10/17/98 00:01 :34 Eastern Time due to the 5 data
anomalies listed above.
>
> ---- Begin Included Message ----­
>
> From W1GTK@turbonet.com Sat Oct 17 00:01:321998
> Return-Path: <W1 GTK@turbonet.com>
> Received: from gatekeeper2.fcc.gov by fccsun05w.fcc.gov
(SMI-8.6/SMI-SVR4)
> id AAA09383; Sat, 17 Oct 1998 00:01:31 -0400
> Received: by gatekeeper2.fcc.gov; id XAA01205; Fri, 16 Oct 199823:59:34
-0400 (EDT)
> Received: from cypher.turbonet.com(204.188.48.1) by gatekeeper2.fcc.gov
via smap (4.1)
> id xma001195; Fri, 16 Oct 98 23:59:13 -0400
> Received: from [204.188.49.232] by cypher.turbonet.com (NTMail
3.03.0017/1.aamz) with ESMTP id ma142570 for <ecfs@fcc.gov>; Fri, 16 Oct
199820:59:52 -0700
> From: "Joe Overstreet" <W1 GTK@turbonet.com>
> To: <ecfs@fcc.gov>

RECEIVED

OCT 19 1998

r~0 of Cnpi~s rac'd 0f1
List ABCDE

-------.__._-------------------------------------



> Subject: Part 97, Changes to Amateur Radio Service NPRM 9150
> Date: Fri, 16 Oct 1998 21 :30:27 -0700
> X-MSMail-Priority: Normal
> X-Priority: 3
> X-Mailer: Microsoft Internet Mail 4.70.1155
> MIME-Version: 1.0
> Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1
> Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
> Message-Id: <03595255695454@turbonet.com>
> content-length: 1432
>
> Dear FCC,
>
> I wish to comment on Part E subpar 20 of the NPRM 9150, in regard to
> Telgraphy Examination Requirements.
>
> I do not believe there should be any requirement for a code test to
obtain
> an amateur radio license. The morse code is an old outdated mode of
> communications. It is slow, limited in the type and amount of
information
> that can be passed, and occupies a frequency for longer than necessary.
>
> When I first got my license, 45 years ago, many people, including myself
> were using the code. Then as AM was phased out and S$B came in many
> switched. Likewise to FM, RTTY, Packet etc. I haven't used code for'
> years, and probably will not use it again.
>
> Does the ability to copy code make a better ham. In my opnion NO. The
> ability to know electronics, regulations, and to have and use operating
> skill in many modes is far more important, and leads to a better trained
> and qualified ham.
>
> Gone are the days when ships, planes, and governments use code. I do
not
> believe that code knowledge is necessary now or in the future. A small
> part of each ham band should be set aside for code if some hams want to
use
> it. However most space should be devoted to more current modes of
> transmission.
>
> Finally, I have participated in emergency service communications
numerous
> times over the last 45 years, and in each case there has not been a need
> for, nor use of the code to communicate.
>
> 73, Joe Overstreet
> W1GTK
>
>
>
>
> ---- End Included Message ----
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