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Who Really Owns the National Airspace?

If you DON’T CAREFULLY READ the proposed rules by the FAA, which follows, you are 
relinquishing your ownership of the national airspace!

Federal Register/Vol. 84, No. 250/Tuesday, December 31, 2019/Proposed Rules 72438
December 26, 2019

“WASHINGTON – The U.S. Department of Transportation’s Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) today announced a proposed rule that would continue the safe integration of Unmanned 
Aircraft Systems (UAS), commonly called drones, into the nation’s airspace by requiring them to 
be identifiable remotely.

Remote ID technologies will enhance safety and security by allowing the FAA, law 
enforcement, and federal security agencies to identify drones flying in their jurisdiction,” said U.S. 

Transportation Secretary Elaine L. Chao.

The FAA seeks input on the Notice of Proposed Rule-making (NPRM) for Remote Identification (Remote ID) of UAS that 
today was published in the Federal Register. It is accompanied by a comment period that closes March 2, 2020, to receive 
public feedback and help the FAA develop a final rule to enhance safety in the skies over the U.S.”

This proposed rule-making absolutely makes me livid! The FAA is about to tell RC aircraft enthusiasts that we don’t own 
the national airspace. Instead, they do!

Let me remind every one of you who takes the time to read this article that the FAA does not own our national airspace. 
We do! Moreover, the FAA does not have the right to give our nation’s airspace to anyone or any corporation under their 
unfunded mandate! Alternately, the U.S. government does have the right to protect the citizens of the USA from terrorists 
that want to use the national airspace illegally. As a simple point of fact, we modelers are NOT the threat; and we never will 
be the threat.

To continue, please read the FAA Executive Summary, which follows. I’ll comment further after you’ve done so.

“This proposed rule would establish requirements for the remote identification of unmanned aircraft systems (UAS)  
operated in the airspace of the United States. Remote identification (or Remote ID) is the ability of an unmanned aircraft 
in flight to provide certain identification and location information that people on the ground and other airspace users 
can receive. This is an important building block in the unmanned traffic management ecosystem. For example, the ability 
to identify and locate UAS operating in the airspace of the United States provides additional situational awareness to 
manned and unmanned aircraft. This will become even more important as the number of UAS operations in all classes of 
airspace increases. In addition, the ability to identify and locate UAS provides critical information to law enforcement and 
other officials charged with ensuring public safety. While remote identification alone will not enable routine expanded 
operations such as operations over people or beyond visual line of sight, it is a critical element for building unmanned 
traffic management capabilities. The FAA envisions that the remote identification network will form the foundation for the 
development of other technologies that can enable expanded operations.

Full implementation of remote identification relies on three interdependent parts that are being developed concurrently. 
The first is this proposed rule, which establishes operating requirements for UAS operators and performance-based design 
and production standards for producers of UAS. The second is a network of Remote ID UAS Service Suppliers (Remote ID 
USS) that would collect the identification and location in real-time from in-flight UAS. The Remote ID USS would perform 
this service under contract with the FAA, based on the same model the FAA currently uses for the Low Altitude Authorization 
and Notification Capability (LAANC). The third part of the remote identification ecosystem is the collection of technical 
requirements that standards-setting organizations will develop to meet the performance-based design and production 
requirements in this proposed rule.

All UAS operating in the airspace of the United States, with very few exceptions, would be subject to the requirements 
of this rule. All UAS operators would be required to comply regardless of whether they conduct recreational or commercial 
operations, except those flying UAS that are not otherwise required to be registered under the FAA’s existing rules. All 
UAS produced for operation in the airspace of the United States would have to comply with the design and production 
requirements established in this proposal with exceptions for amateur-built UAS, UAS of the United States government, and 
unmanned aircraft that weigh less than 0.55 pounds.

This proposal establishes design and production requirements for two categories of remote identification: Standard 
remote identification UAS and limited remote identification UAS. Standard remote identification UAS would be required 
to broadcast identification and location information directly from the unmanned aircraft and simultaneously transmit 

TRAILING EDGE

98    RC FLYER NEWS • Nov/Dec 2018 twitter.com/rcflyernews



that same information to a Remote ID USS through an internet connection. Limited remote identification UAS would be 
required to transmit information through the internet only, with no broadcast requirements; however, the unmanned aircraft 
would be designed to operate no more than 400 feet from the control station. Under this proposal, the vast majority of 
UAS would be required to comply with one of these two categories of remote identification. For those limited exceptions, 
which include certain amateur-built UAS and UAS manufactured prior to the compliance date, operators flying UAS without 
remote identification capabilities would be permitted to fly only at certain specific geographic areas established under this 
rule specifically to accommodate them.

This proposal envisions that within three years of the effective date of this rule, all UAS operating in the airspace of the 
United States will be compliant with the remote identification requirements. No UAS could be produced for operation in the 
United States after two years and no UAS could be operated after three years except in accordance with the requirements of 
this proposal. Details on the requirements and their applicability are in the sections that follow.”

Having read the above, I think back to my two decades of work at the Hanford Nuclear Reservation. There I worked in 
nationally recognized standards laboratory and for more than a decade providing nuclear security and design solutions. As 
such, we were often obliged to create terrorist scenarios that were sometimes completely and utterly ridiculous. They were 
because the adversary would die before completing the scenario’s act of terror. If I told you more, I would have to take you 
out (a typical security clearance joke for those that don’t understand).

In my opinion, the FAA’s proposed rules for our UAS (let’s be clear we’re flying RC aircraft) are ridiculous as they pertain 
to RC model aircraft flown for recreation and education. The FAA is attempting to make a power grab to own and thereby 
regulate the airspace by fiat! Again, remember the FAA’s proposed rule-making at this point is an unfunded mandate. It 
appears to me that they’re making the rules as they go, with the hope that something will stick, with much of it being pie in 
the sky.

Let me be obvious as to what I’m going to say: I believe the proposed rule-making scenarios of the FAA is their way to 
hide behind all-powerful corporates’ skirts. After all, consider the players the FAA is bidding for in their rule-making. It is the 
companies and corporations with bottomless pockets. They are the benefactors of the political elites.

Think about it: Blast reported on January 31, 2020, “Bezos, who is already the richest person in the world, added 13.2 
Billion to his net worth in just about 15 minutes’ time.”

Are you following me? For-profit companies want to own the national airspace for their financial gains. Hey, listen, 
I’m all about free enterprise. Hell, I believe corporate tax rates in the USA should be zero—after all, they employ people 
in a capitalist society, and those people pay taxes and benefit from the employment that companies and corporations 
provide. However, I also believe that corporations should pay for the resources they use: man, mineral, manufacturing, and 
ecosystem. They should not be able to steal it from the U.S. citizenry that currently owns the national airspace, no more 
than they can take the water, landing, etc. 

For example, Wing Aviation LLC, which is owned by Google’s parent company, Alphabet, recently received Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) clearance to begin using drones for routine delivery of consumer items. Then too, Amazon 
has said it could start delivering online orders by drone in the coming months. Further, Auterion recently landed a $2 million 
contract from a U.S. Department of Defense unit to drive innovation in the PX4 ecosystem and compatibility standards in 
the drone industry.

One must ask the question of how much will these users pay for the right to pollute our national airspace with their 
“millions” of drones? Or will they be handed said airspace at no charge? Just maybe, the citizens of the USA should demand 
that those using the national airspace pay a usage tax. It could be based on miles flown in the airspace by commercial 
drones. After all, the likes of Amazon and Google are not going to fly their drones without seeing a return on investment, 
right?

I realize that drones can and will benefit society as a whole, but they also have the potential to damage the ecosystem. 
It doesn’t require much imagination to see that they already have. That is if you consider how they’re impacting recreational 
RC aircraft flying and posing significant threats at events such as the Super Bowl, etc.. Consequently, a national airspace tax 
for those that use it for profit could help save the ecosystem and environment.

Let me underscore the above point by explaining that I met DJI’s Chief Executive Officer, Frank Wang, on September 
2, 2011, during the Shanghai Model Exposition. At that time, Frank was simply an enthusiast who wanted to create flying 
machines that were different from all the rest—ones that could be piloted without line-of-site control by using GPS 
stabilization. He wasn’t constrained by adherence to an unmanned aircraft system traffic management (UTM) platform. 
Rather, he was free to experiment in the airspace, which was notably in China—a very rules-based society.

The FAA must recognize that RC aircraft enthusiasts and hobbyists provide abundant and inexhaustible resources for 
aviation knowledge, as well as significant educational assets. Imposing the FAA’s UTM system rules on recreational RC 
model aircraft diminishes if not destroys this wellspring of experience and education. 

Also, can you even imagine the financial burden modelers will suffer if we’re required to incorporate UTM systems in our 
models? Then too, if they’re not appropriately installed or even appropriately monitored, the user may incur fines or worse. 
Have FAA minds also considered that 0.55 pounds are only 8.8 ounces and that 400 feet are but one and third football fields 
in length? For that matter, have they contemplated the financial disintegration that they’re imposing on the small RC and 
model aircraft companies, to the benefit of those behemoths that came late to the aviation party?
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So, of course, the FAA and their champions have dominating the national airspace in their sights. They envision robot 
drones buzzing about like swarms of bees pollinating crops, which real bees have been doing for millions of years. They 
pedal the search-and-rescue missions as if we’re all lost in the forests and can’t walkout. They propose that drones perform 
remote 24-7 surveillance of the citizenry, but minimize privacy in this day and age of “terrorists” hiding behind every bush. 
Then too, they’re telling us that without millions of drones buzzing about, we can’t have high-resolution weather, climate, 
and environmental monitoring. When in point of fact, there are weather satellites and other options such as high-altitude 
autonomous aircraft available to do the same. Then too, don’t ignore the fact that Elon Musk’s SpaceX has filed documents 
with the International Telecommunication Union authorities for plans to launch 20 sets of 1500 of small satellites—
approximately triple the number put into orbit by humans to date.

However, one must ask, what is the cost to the citizenry for this colossal overreach both in terms of money and our 
ecosystem? (Let me underscore that I loathe the word ecosystem, which they have conveniently substituted for the term 
national airspace. They must think it has a more innocuous sound to it. Like they’re saving the planet’s ecosystem from us.)

Let’s imagine some of the negatives for a moment. There are many:
When will we see Amazon packages falling from the sky? Let’s not kid ourselves into thinking that Amazon’s technology 

is so “bulletproof” that their drones will never be without error. Hell, yes, they will. Just think about the immense knowledge 
based within the Boeing corporation, yet they still have problems with the airplanes, rockets, and even drones, etc., 
sometimes. The 737 Max airliners parked on the ramps around the world document it.

You know if corporate drones are going to be zooming about everywhere that there will be damage to private property. 
One might imagine a loss of GPS link while a local law enforcement surveillance drone is checking on the noisy party, 
and it crashes into one’s expensive Lamborghini—it didn’t fly home! That might be an exaggeration, but you get the point. 
Furthermore, many drone systems have the potential for failure: batteries, motors, controllers, propellers, and package 
release mechanisms, not too to mention if, in the future, they opt to use hydrogen fuel cells. Within the FAA’s proposed rule-
making, I’ve not read anything about inspection and maintenance, such as currently exists within general aviation. Was this 
an intentional oversight? Or maybe I just missed it!

Unless you were born yesterday, you know Google’s backstory to their success, remember? Google was founded in 
September 1998 by Larry Page and Sergey Brin as Ph.D. students at Stanford University in California. Their secret to success 
was a search algorithm for the Internet. However, what made Google wildly successful was their Chrome browser, which 
let them collect search data on those individuals that use it to search the Internet. It was a way to do massive data collection 
that until then had not been done before.

Do you not think that Alphabet’s Wing Aviation LLC is not going to include massive data collection, while their drones 
whiz about the ecosystem? Will that data collection be invasive? Can you imagine the following scenario: Wing or another 
such company starts to offer online drone surveillance. The customer pays a fee to have the company to launch their 
drone to spy on a house, business, car, wife, girlfriend, boyfriend, school, wildlife, etc. while they watch in realtime on their 
computer. The customer then uses surveillance data to act upon the finding. One can certainly envision the good and evil 
this data will make possible. I’m thinking of a jealous husband here, but then I’m single. Lawyers will love it! Humor aside, 
you know surveillance data is where the real profit center lives. That is because the FAANGs have done it before (FAANG is 
an acronym that refers to the stocks of five prominent American technology companies: Facebook(FB), Amazon (AMZN), 
Apple (AAPL), Netflix (NFLX); and Alphabet (GOOG) [formerly known as Google]). They use the data they collect on us to sell 
us stuff—lots of STUFF. And, they sell the data to others as well, mostly without you knowing where your data “landed.”

Furthermore, as modelers, we must consider that there will be baseless charges made against us for encroaching on the 
national airspace or not following the rules to the letter. It will be so because the restrictions the FAA is proposing are utterly 
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ridiculous. Again, I refer to the 0.55-pound model and the 400-foot distance limit from the pilot. I’m thinking about the RC 
aircraft pilot that forgets to turn off the Remote ID USS system in his aircraft and then drives over the hill to grandmother’s 
house. Can you just imagine the legal fees one may incur trying to defend yourself from baseless charges? Also, let’s all 
recognize that our RC aircraft are flying in microclimates most of the time. Any pilot that has flown an RC glider or sailplane 
understands the reality of microclimates and how they can move your model in that environment. Even an expert pilot 
could find their RC aircraft drifted outside the limits of the FAA’s proposed flight envelope.

Additionally, the systems and rules 
are going to change! An unknowing 
pilot may then inadvertently violate 
the regulations or not stay current with 
the FAA systems’ requirements. The 
possibilities for inadvertent rule-breaking 
are nearly limitless.

One of the FAA’s proposals for the 
development of remote identification 
of unmanned aircraft systems includes 
open standards. I’m not a programmer, 
and I don’t pretend to be one, but will 
these open standards make it possible for 
hackers to subvert the system or put RC 
aircraft pilots in harm’s way. After all, how 
is that some of the best data collectors 
on the planet have had their systems 
hacked? I’m just saying.

To put my wrap on this colossal mess 
of rule-making for an unfunded mandate, 
you must read the entire proposal. It 
is only 87 pages of some of the best 
therapy I’ve found for insomnia. Check it 
out at:

https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2019-12-31/pdf/2019-28100.pdf

My final analysis of the FAA’s proposed rules for Unmanned Aircraft Systems is: More Is NOT Always Better!
Significantly, the underlying reality concerning the FAA’s proposed rule-making is that RC aircraft have not interfered in 

the safe operation of full-scale aircraft or even drones in our national airspace for more than 100 years. Moreover, those of 
us that love RC aviation as a hobby and have logged millions if not billions of hours of airtime have yet to cause an incident 
in our United States’ national airspace. RC aircraft are not the problem for the UAS community. RC aircraft pilots are not 
terrorists! The predicament the RC hobbyist community is now facing is how to compete with the unmitigated greed of 
those hungry to profiteer by exploiting our national airspace. Their pockets are deep, and they lobby our United Statesw 
representatives to have it their way.

Therefore, we too must be heard, and it must be loudly.

It’s truly becoming an Orwellian world!
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