Your Name, Your Callsign
Federal Communications Commission 45 L Street NE Washington, DC 20554

Re: Comments to Notice of Proposed Rulemaking MD Docket 20-270

Dear FCC,

To comply with Ray Baum’s Act, the FCC is proposing to restructure the fee schedule so that the fees recover the costs of processing applications. In particular, the FCC proposed placing amateur radio licensing into a “Personal License Services” class, and would assess a fee of $50 for New, Major Modification, Amateur Vanity Callsign, and Minor Modification applications. The justification for this fee is provided in paragraph 27 of the Notice, that:

“Other applications for personal licenses are mostly automated and do not have individualized staff costs for data input or review. For these automated processes—new/major modifications, renewal, and minor modifications—we propose a nominal application fee of $50 due to automating the processes, routine ULS maintenance, and limited instances where staff input is required.”

However, in paragraph 11 of the Notice, it is provided that:

“We propose specific application fees based on estimates of the direct labor costs to process a typical application, including all labor costs for identifiable tasks up through the first level of supervision. These estimates are based on a large number of applications processed by Commission staff and found to be typical in terms of the amount of time spent on processing.”

The emphases have been added by me. In paragraph 27, the basis for the $50 nominal application fee is not the criteria identified in paragraph 11, the direct labor costs to process a typical application, rather it is based on an aggregate estimate based on ULS maintenance and the few instances where staff input is necessary. Because ULS is used for all types of licenses, the effort needed to process an amateur radio license has not been identified, and therefore does not assess the direct labor costs to process an amateur radio application.

A $50 fee for new and renewing applications could present a significant impediment to many classes of amateur operators and potential amateur operators. In particular, it would interfere with one of the identified FCC Part 97 “Basis and purpose” of the amateur service, namely “(d) Expansion of the existing reservoir within the amateur radio service of trained operators, technicians, and electronics experts.” This fee discourages youth from amateur radio, as they are largely engaged in educational activities and therefore do not have significant expendable income. Likewise, many older Americans who are retired are living on limited incomes and therefore would find this fee burdensome.

The amateur service has a significant role in promoting technical literacy, international goodwill, and emergency preparedness. Compliance with Ray Baum’s Act does not require the FCC to charge excessive fees for applications, and it does not appear that the FCC has identified the actual direct labor costs to process an amateur radio application. We remind the FCC that many aspects of amateur licensing, such as test examinations, devising band plans, and ensuring the proper use of the amateur radio spectrum are already largely handled by volunteers. I ask the FCC to reconsider this fee and more accurately assess the actual labor required by the FCC to process applications so that it may comply with the Act but not potentially harm the amateur service and its mission. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Your Name, Your Callsign
