RE: Docket No. FAA-2000-8274

As an airplane owner, | applaud your efforts to nmaintain safety over Aeria
Denonstrati ons however you fail to denonstrate where safety is an issue over
Sporting Events.

You do state that The FAA has received requests from Maj or League Basebal
officials, Summer/Wnter O ynpics officials, the Tournanment of Roses Foot bal
Ganme conmittee and others to tenporarily restrict aircraft operations over
vai ous mmj or sporting events.

This portion of your NPRM | S NOT ABOUT SAFETY. For at |east six decades aeria
advertising flights have been fl own over major spectator events in a nost
organi zed manner and (to nmy know edge) never has there been injury to a
spectator as the result of aerial advertising activities at the event.

The Regul atory Flexibility Act of 1980 requires agencies to solicit and consider
Fl exi bl e Regual atory Proposals and to explain the rationale for their actions.
The notice goes on to state that "agencies nust performa review to determ ne
whet her a proposed or final rule will have a significant inpact on a substantia
nunber of small entities".

If the proposed regulatory change is inplenented it will in fact, destroy the
aerial advertising industry.

As Director of Sales for Aerial Sign Conmpany, ny liveihood (as well as nany
others) is at stake. The proposed rule will also directly and adversly affect
t hose conpani es (hundreds of thousands of small businesses)who's nost efficient
means of tarketing their potential custoners is with the airplane banners.
(They can't afford in-stadi um adverti sing)

I amasking that this rule, and the inplications it creates be studied further
foll owi ng established guidelines. Pl ease solicit and consider fromthe users,
flexible regulatory proposals, explain the rationale for your actions, conplete
the Regul atory Flexibility Analysis and reject the addition of 91.145 as it
pertains to Mjor Sporting events.

Thank you for your consideration
Patricia A Hoffman

Aerial Sign Co., Inc.
Hol | ywood, FL



