
  
 

 
 
 
 
 

1110 Vermont Avenue NW  Suite 750  Washington, D.C. 20005 
 

Jeffrey H. Blum 
Senior Vice President & Deputy General Counsel 
Jeffrey.Blum@dish.com 
(202) 293-0981 

August 12, 2016 
  
EX PARTE PRESENTATION 
 
Ms. Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 
 
Re: Ex Parte Presentation in MD Docket No. 16-166, Assessment and Collection of 

Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 2016 
 
Dear Ms. Dortch:  
 

Pursuant to Section 1.1206 of the Commission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.1206, DISH 
Network L.L.C. (“DISH”) submits this letter summarizing a meeting on Thursday August 11, 
2016 with Nick Degani, Legal Advisor, Wireline for Commissioner Pai.  Present on behalf of 
DISH were Alison Minea, Director and Senior Counsel and Hadass Kogan, Corporate Counsel.  

During the meeting, DISH discussed the Commission’s proposal to increase the annual 
per-subscriber regulatory fee for Direct Broadcast Satellite (“DBS”) providers, consistent with its 
filings in the above-captioned proceeding.1  After requiring DBS providers to pay a per-
subscriber regulatory fee – for the first time – of 12 cents in 2015 to “recover the burden of 
regulation and oversight”2 by Media Bureau full time employees (“FTEs”), the Commission now 
proposes to increase this fee by 15 cents, to a total of 27 cents per subscriber.3  DISH explained 
that the proposed rate increase only serves to harm consumers who will ultimately be forced to 
shoulder the burden of any increased regulatory fees.  Among other things, the Commission has 
failed to explain how regulatory developments in the last year justify the dramatic rate increase.  
And, the Commission’s proposal leaves DBS providers – and their subscribers – vulnerable to 
exactly the kind of “sudden and large changes in the amount of fees” paid by regulatees that the 

                                                 
1 See Comments of DISH Network L.L.C., MD Docket No. 16-166 (Jun. 20, 2016); Reply 
Comments of DISH Network L.L.C., MD Docket No. 16-166 (July 5, 2016).   
2 See Assessment and Collection of Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 2015, Amendment of Part 1 
of the Commission’s Rules; Assessment and Collection of Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 2014, 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Report and Order, and Order, MD Docket Nos. 15-121 and 14-
92, FCC 15-59, ¶ 28 (rel. May 21, 2015). 
3 See Assessment and Collection of Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 2016, Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking, MD Docket No. 16-166, FCC 16-61, ¶ 10 (rel. May 19, 2016).  
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Commission has sought to avoid in the past.4  Finally, the arbitrary and unjustified nature of the 
Commission’s proposed fee increase leaves the industry uncertain about what to expect in future 
years, to the detriment of consumers.  

 
Respectfully submitted,  

 

/s/ Jeffrey H. Blum 

Jeffrey H. Blum  
 
cc:  Nick Degani  
 

 

                                                 
4 Assessment and Collection of Regulatory Fees for Fiscal Year 2013, 28 FCC Rcd. 12351, ¶ 21 
(2013).  


