Title:

Mr

Forename:

Victor

Surname:

Abbott

Representing:

Self

Organisation (if applicable):

Email:

What do you want Ofcom to keep confidential?:
Keep nothing confidential

If you want part of your response kept confidential, which parts?:
Ofcom may publish a response summary:

Yes

I confirm that I have read the declaration:

Yes

Ofcom should only publish this response after the consultation has
ended:

You may publish my response on receipt

Additional comments:

The proposal seeks to place a commercial value on a vital safety resource and is a
poorly disguised attempt to raise revenue on the pretext of improving efficiency
without regard to the individual?s ability to make changes in their use of spectrum. If
the proposal were to go ahead as planned it will lead to increased costs for the
aviation sector and a reduction in flight safety that will not be confined to the private
sector of aviation. It has not been demonstrated that the introduction of higher fees
than present will cause a more efficient use of spectrum.



Instead of making such proposals which will detrement safety, Ofcom should focus
more of its efforts in closing pirate radio stations, a regular cause of interference to
aeronautical frequencies including instrument landing systems..

Question 1: Do you consider that our proposed fee rates for licences in
the aeronautical VHF frequencies are appropriate?:

NO. Spectrum in the aeronautical sector is protected under international treaty for
safety of life. It is not possible to reallocate spectrum to other non aviation users. This
is nothing but a tax on aviation and will ultimately effect the safety of aviation users
including the general public.

Question 2: In devising our revised proposals, have we identified all of
the aeronautical uses of VHF communications frequencies which
require a distinct approach to fee setting, as set out in tables 5 and 6?:

NO Aeronautical VHF communications in uncontrolled airspace is not mandatory but
should be greatly encouraged to maintain and enhance safety. Putting a cost to this
facility will without doubt have a detrimental effect on safety and cost lives.

Question 3: Do you agree with our proposal not to charge any fees for
Fire assignments?:

Yes

Question 4: Do you agree with our proposal to set a £75 fee for licences
in any of the sporting frequencies?:

NO

Question 5: Do you agree with our proposal to set an annual fee of
£19,800 per ACARS or VDL assignment, with no variation related to
the number of transmitters?:

NO

Question 6: Do you consider that our proposed approach to phasing in
fees for use of the aeronautical VHF communications channels are
appropriate? If there are particular reasons why you consider that any
user or group of users would need longer phasing-in periods, please
provide any supporting evidence for us to consider. Specifically, do you
have any evidence for us to consider that would support either of
Options 1 and 2 for the highest proposed fee in this sector?:

NO Spectrum in the aeronautical sector is protected under international treaty for
safety of life.



Question 7: Do you have any further quantified information to
contribute to the analysis of financial impacts of the proposed fees on
particular spectrum users, as set out in Annex 5? We would like to
publish all responses, but will respect the confidentiality of any material
which is clearly marked as such.:

Aviation is an ever tightening sector with maximum regulatory overhead with
minimal income. The introduction of fees will force smaller operators to abandon the
use of radio equipment. This in turn will deter people from carrying and using radios
equipment when airborne. This will unravel more than a decade of effort by aviation
safety groups to get people to carry and use VHF and transponding equipment. This
will have a detrimental effect of safety across the entire aviation sector and increase
the danger to the general public.

Question 8: Do you consider that our assessment of the impacts of our
proposals has taken full account of relevant factors? If you consider
that there is additional evidence that would indicate particular impacts
we should take into account, we would be grateful if you could provide
this.:

This is nothing more than a poorly thought out tax in an attempt by an agency that has
no understanding of this sector to raise revenue for the government and justify it's
own existence.
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