As a pilot, | applaud any honest effort to reduce congestion over events of high
public interest such as airshows and major sporting events. As a nenber of the
nmedi a, however, | find the proposed rul e somewhat onerous in that (specifically
in the proposed sec. 91.145) no all owance has been nmade for the operation of
medi a aircraft over the events nentioned. Media coverage, especially of major
sporting events, has been a staple of those events for alnpst as |ong as those
events have existed. Aerial coverage has al so been part of those events for nany
years, and in many cases has becone part of the events thenselves (i.e.; the
Goodyear blinmp). To exclude nedia aircraft fromthese events not only

j eopardi zes the coverage of these events that both the nedia and the public have
come to expect, but also inposes a financial burden upon nedia outlets in the
formof |oss of advertising and ratings, as well as other, |ess tangible |osses.
| propose that sec. 91.145(g) be nodified to include nedia aircraft under the
sanme provisions as sec. 91.137(d)(4) and 91.137(e). This would provide the sane
ai rspace protection afforded by sec. 91.137(a)(3), under which previous TFR s
have been issued for the same purpose.

This would still allow a significant reduction of air traffic over the events in
guestion and a susequent increase in safety, while affording nmedia aircraft the
opportunity to continue to cover those events.

Thank You,

Neal Lawson



