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that we eliminate:the criticisms which you have of the Admnu\tmtmn
and buckle down' to uate administrs ation. You indicate there is a
lack of money. T Suspect that that perhaps is Congress’ fault, the Bu-
reau of the Budoet s fault., You have already conceded 1dealh it is
better tohave positive control at lower heights.

Mr. KayxNe. I don’tthink Thave conceded thdt

Mr, DinerrL. You said idealistically. @ ‘

Mr. Kayne: Id st «L“V in a:sense. have found out that we have
collisions under air traffic control.

Mr; Dingeri. ‘And you have collisions ‘where they are operating
without positive control 2

Mr. Kayxe: That is right,

Mr: DinceELL. In theory at’ least, and ideally, there is much larger
opportunltv for a ¢ollision -where’ ‘urcraft are not under ‘positive con-
trol. Isn’t that a fact? Can you deny that?

Mr. Kayne. In the lnnlted context you ask it, I would say yes, 1
agree with you.:

“Mr. Dingrrr. Not in a limited context. Cold logie says if you have
aircraft under positive control there will be less chance of collision
particularly: when aircraft now are operating at 300 to 1,400 miles
ah hour instead of the 180 or 250 miles'an hour that they used-to
operate in, bec‘mse of Vl%lblhty problems, reaction time, and the other

s area. Is that correct?

;AL No, it is not - : v
~E, I can agree with you, ‘tnd I can dlsagree with you.

iveELL, It is-cold logie:
Kayne: I can agree: Wlth you but T would h‘we to qu%hfy my
i rel.

TLOTS Assocm’nov
n, D,C., July 7,

000:members-whoioperate air-

nsport'ltwn and forjpleasure.: The air-

y j more-sophisticated in:degign, instrumenta-

tlon”an capublht Jlome and qjoxe; of themy including pressurized: turbo4charged

single-engine fo waireraft; have the-ability to take advantage: of optimum

druising altitudes up:tocand above 24,000 feet MSL. In general;;cruising speeds of

such aircraft, excluding jets, do not exceed the 250-knot range. ‘At:such speeds
the: see-andshe~seen iprinciples’ for collision::avoidarice’ are practicable. -
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