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March 8, 1994

8. Lauren J. Belzin REC //?

Acting Director, Office of Legislative Affairs

Federal Communications Commission -

1919 M Street, N.W. APR™-8 19%4
Room 808

Washington, D.C. 20554 ”Eﬂfﬂw}m O

Dear Ms. Belzin:

Thank you for your letter concerning marine radio license
fees. 1 apologize for the delay in responding to your letter.

I am pleased to look into this matter for you, and have
asked the Federal Communications Commission to consider and
comment on the issues you have raised. As soon as I have a
response, I will be back in touch with you.

In the meantime, thanks again for contacting my office. I
hope that I can be of assistance.

< [ €

Dianne Feinstein
United States Senator

DF:rcl
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4804 PARADISE DRIVE {
TIBURON. CALIFORNIA 94920

TELEPHONE 415 435-4433

January 15, 1994

Senator Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC

Re: Proposed FCC doubling of marine radio license fee

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I am writing to ask your help in opposing a proposal by the
FCC to double, to $70, the fee charged to boaters for a
license for marine VHF radios.

A VHF radio is a vital safety item which should be aboard
every boat. Possession and proper use of these radios saves
lives and property. Their use by boaters to report
dangerous situations to the Coast Guard helps that agency do
its job, and reduces its work load.

The proposed regulation would discourage boaters from
obtaining VHF radios and from properly licensing those that
are obtained. It would also encourage boaters who sell
thelr boat and buy a new one to carry their unexpired

lice tlie new vesse

(.
*)
0
m
ot
O

All these effects are contrary to the public safety and
welfare.

For these reasons, I oppose the proposed fee increase.

Sincerely,

X ZE/Q”/gl//7
Walt Bilofsky
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One Bowdoin Square
10th Floor L//
Boston, MA 02114 4 /7,

3/2/94 —

0. Lou Sizemore

Congressional Correspondence Staff
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street - Room 857
wWashington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Sizemore:

I am writing on behalf of my constituent Jaret Dickerman of
Braintree, Massachusetts.

Mr. Dickerman has expressed his concern regarding a new
marine radio fee. Since the VHF radio is a necessity for safe
sailing, Mr. Dickerman fears that an imposed fee would make
ownership prohibitive. This in turn could yield a higher accident
and death rate. Would you review this matter and forward your
findings to my office.

Please do not hesitate to contact me or Kevin Curtis of my

Boston office at (617) 565-8519 with any questions. Thank you
and best wishes.

Slﬁcerely,

7

John F. Ker
United States Senator

JFK/ama/dickerson

g
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WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510

March 4, 1994 ?Eé'lﬁ
CCIVED

Ms. Lauren J. Belzin —
Federal Communication Commission WR:B”
1919 M Street, N.W. FEDERA
Washington, D.C. 20554 COMMUNICATIONS couy
OFFICE OF THE SrcRETARY

Dear Ms. Belzin:

I am writing to request your consideration of the attached
correspondence from Mr. Richard Novotny. Please respond directly
to Mr. Novotny and send a copy to Steve Crane of my staff.

Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Radoe A HhT

Barbara A. Mikulski
United States Senator

BAM:sec
Enclosure
D
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MARYLAND SALTWATER SPORTFISHERMENS ASSOCIATION, INC.

7626 Balimore & Annapolis Biva . Glen Burme. MD 21060-3530

Februaryv 23, 1994

Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski
United States Senate

Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Mikulski,

The Marvland Saltwater Sporttfishermen’s Association
{MSSA) would like to bring to your attention an issue of
great concern to our 7,000 members. We have been made aware
ot a potential satftety hazard that could develop in the recre-
ational beating community. The Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) is planning to charge the recreational
boating public a $7.00 annual user fee for the use of a VHF
radico. We were informed that vou would have to purchase this
user fee for a mandatory 10 vear license. This now makes an
initial outlay of 870 and in addition a $35 or $40 processing
tee for vour application. This will force many boaters not
to carry a VHF marine radios on board their boat.

The ship station license was given free to recreational
boaters until May of 1990 to individuals wishing to use a VHF
marine radio. Since that time the FCC has charged an
individual a $35 processing tee to apply or renew their ship
station license for a 5 vear pneriod. This was basically
excepted by the recreational boating community. We feel that
a VHF marine radio is vital piece of satetv equipment. ©Every
boat should have a VHF radio in case of anyv emergency
breakdowns or a life threatening situation. In addition to
the reasons stated above, recreational captains can also
monitor any distress calls on the emergency call channel in
order to give assistance to other boaters in need of help.
Captains can monitor anyv changing weather conditions that
could occur in a very short period of time while on the

water.

We urge vou to act immediately on behalt ot the
recreational boating community to have this user fee for a
VHF radio granted a special exception. Please contact the



FCC
Page 2

FCC requesting a special exception tfor the cost of this user
fee in the name of satety. It is extremely important that
boaters carry these VHF radios tor several satety tactors.

I have enclosed a copy of a letter that was sent to Mr.
William Caton, Secretary of the FCC, requesting him to grant
a special exception for the 870 cost of a 10 vear license.

We would like to request a copyv of any correspondence that is
sent to Mr. Caton from vour oftice in retference to this very
important issue.

Thank vou in advance for your time and consideration to
this important issue.

Sincerelyv,

f’\ )
o .M : -
\ “\) ' j .
N (wj‘w—c’)f 3‘%&
-
Richard Novotny
Executive Director

Enclosure
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AAS H. ANDREWS ~

" MEMBER OF CONGRESS
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AL.,/rv"” ARMED SERVICES
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X 2N \’
4 ‘ COMMITTEE ON
WASHINGTON OFFICE: > 7) MERCHANT MARINE
1530 LONGWORTH BUILDING e 2 D . AND FISHERIES

WASHINGTON, DC 205 15-1801 )
(202) 225-6116

\ g ‘ “,
Congress of the Wnited States SVALL BUSESS

136 COMMERCIAL STREET
PORTLAND, ME 04101

(207) 772-8240 Nouse of Representatioes MAJORITY WHIP AT} LARGE

TDD (207) 772-8240
March 28, 1994 ;ZQ/,(Z?
LCE,

1-800-445-4092

Linda Townsend Solheim f‘pp r 8
Director, Legislative Affairs e 9%
Federal Communications Commission b %CWMUNIC Aoy

Room 808 CE 0 e Sscnsg “Oggy
1919 M Street N.W. TARY
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Ms. Solheim:

I was recently contacted by Joseph McHugh of Elizabeth, Maine. He is concerned
that the Federal Communication Commission's will raise user fees for all classes of FCC
license holders from $35 to $110, and has provided me with a copy of an article from
Boat/U.S. magazine, which discusses his concerns in more detail (enclosed).

The Boat/U.S. article indicates that the United Stases Coast Guard opposes applying these
fees to recreational boaters because of safety and search and rescue concerns. Mr.
McHugh believes that recreational boaters should be exempted from the fee increase

because of these reasons. Any assistance you could provide in responding to Mr.
McHugh's concerns would be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

f}rvv—ahJ

Su . Onos
Field Representative

enclosure
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March 28, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW AKET i cripy A
Washington, DC 20554 DOCKET Fi. CCPY DRIGINAL

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Under the telecommunications section of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993, the
FCC is required to impose user fees on a wide variety of its services. As a result, the FCC
is proposing an increase in the cost of an FCC license for boaters equipped with VHF radios
from $35 for ten years to $105 for ten years--a 300 percent increase.

Currently, of the 10 million boats that are equipped with VHF radios only 650,000 of them,
or 6.5 percent, possess an FCC license. Increasing fees will unfairly place the burden of
deficit reduction on those few persons who do obtain FCC licenses.

Furthermore, I am afraid that an increase in the FCC license fee would discourage, rather
than encourage, boaters to equip their boats with VHF radios. If this is the case, boaters may
find themselves in greater danger during emergency situations.

The opposition to the proposed FCC license fee increase does not come strictly from boaters
and the boating industry. The agency in charge of protecting our waters and regulating
boaters, the Coast Guard, also opposes the proposed license increase. In fact, the Coast
Guard advocates waiving the VHF radio fee altogether. In a recent letter to your agency,

Coast Guard Commandant J.W. Kime states that a waiver in the license fee would "enhance
maritime safety and promote the public interest."

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

N&W%T%ﬁcﬂwﬁ

Wayne T. Gilchre

N .
Member of Congress Us(;' :fB Cgples rec-d\(t
DE

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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ROBENT C. BYRD, WEST VIRGINIA, CHAIRMAN

NOUYE, HAWAI MANK O. HATRIELD, OREGON . o
v

CAROLINA  TED STEVENS. ALASKA
THAD

g . SOUTH
NETT JOHNSTON, LOUISIANA

phmmil MREEERRE Hinited States Senate /FM

Paa ; EnsEY Pl GRAMM. TDUAR

e e o NEw gm,o,,,-, & sov0, masoum COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

A D, MEVADA WITCH McCONNELL, KENTUCKY WASHINGTON, DC 205 10-6025

J. ROBERT KEAREY, NEBRASKA COMNNIE MACK, FLORIDA

HERR XOHL, WISCONSIN CONRAD BURNS, MONTANA , &

P
DIANNE FEINSTEIN, CALIFORNIA

JAMES H. ENGLISH, STAFF DIRECTOR
J. KEITH KENNEDY, MINORITY STAFF DIRECTOR

March 30, 1994

Ms. Lauren J. Belzin
Director, Office of Legislative Affairs
Federal Communications Commission

Room 808

1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
Dear Ms. Belzin:

The enclosed communication is respectfully referred for your
consideration, since it appears to be a matter that falls within
your jurisdiction.

I would appreciate you looking into this matter and providing me
with comments that might serve as the basis for a reply to my
correspondent.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this matter.

With kind regards, I am

Sincerely yours,

d
/égéégézég;b r

RCB:es
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Wallace S. Venable
Route 13 Box 125
Morgantown WV  26505-8526
(304) 328-5128

March 20, 1994

Senator Robert Byrd
(West Virginia)

U.S. Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Byrd;

I would like to ask you to support the move to demand that
the FCC keep radio license fees for recreational boats at a
reasonable level,.

I boat on a collection of craft, the most expensive of which
cost me about $2000. I use a type of radio which now costs less
than $100. The FCC proposes to charge me $110 per boat for the
use of a $100 radio.

I am one of the many boaters who use my VHF marine radio
only occasionally, and almost exclusively for matters related to
navigation and safety. I boat on the Ohio and Monongalia Rivers.
I use my radio to contact the government locks at the dams, which
is a convenience to the Corps of Engineers since it gives them
information of the type of boat requesting service, rather than
forcing them to look over the end of the lock wall to see who has
pulled their horn rope. I use my radio to listen to the radio
calls of the river towboat pilots so that I can stay out of their
way. I use my radio to listen for calls for help from other
boaters, both commercial and recreational. I use my radio when
at regattas to coordinate my movements with other boats.

In my area, the hills and distances make it virtually
impossible to use the VHF marine radio as a “portable telephone,”
and exchanges between boats are limited to distances of a few
miles.

I have no objection to a reasonable users’ fee, but what is
a “reasonable license fee?¥ oune matched to the cost of the
services received from the agency. In the case of a VHF marine
radio on the rivers, the only direct gervice I receive from the
FCC is the piece of paper on which my license i1s printed. I bhave
a “"Fleet License” for three boats, for the renewal of which I
would be charged $330, and for which I receive only one copy of
the license. I believe it is difficult to justify a fee of more
than $25 per license (not per vessel) for something which is
intended primarily as a safety measure.

If the proposed fee increase to $110 is established, I am
one of those many inland boaters who will “toss the radio over
the side,” when my license expires, even though it will decrease

my safety.

Sincerely yours,

Villy Vbt

Wallace Venable



Pree DOCKET FiLE CCPY ORGINAL
Wnited States Sengte

WASHINGTON, DC 205 10-0904 ¢7

Lauren J. Bezlin

Office of Legislative Affairs

Federal Communications Commission

1]-‘;91 9 gogt reet, Northwest FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSIC™
oom OFFICE OF THE SECAETARY

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Sir:

Enclosed please find correspondence from several of our
constituents regarding proposed increases of VHF boating licensing

fees.

I would appreciate it if you respond directly to our
constituent with a copy to our office. If you have any questions,
please contact Victoria Anderson at our Washington office located
at 517 Hart Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C. 20510, (202)
224-5274.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation.
Sincerely,

Connie Mack
United States Senator

CM/vfa

No. of Copies rec'd 9/
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Richard F . | andeck
1941 Fox Hotlow Dr .

aubtrndale. FI 33823 \(_/\(\{\

Sen . Connie Mack
517 HArt Senate Ofti1ce Ridg.
Washington. N.C. 20810

RF: Propased tee 1narease for Marine Radio lLicence.

Near Senator Mack:

I Aam deeply concerned about the safety of U.S. boating that
the proposed 1ncrease in Marine Radio Licensing Fees as
proposed by the FCC trom $35 .00 to $110.00.

I Aam. |lrke mAny otrhers who have small boats, lilcensed to have
A mAarIine radio on board. T have this radio for the safety it
Attords to my tamily by being abie to: originate a distress
call when necessAary. receilve weatrher updates, and ro respond
to others distress calls. The ahility to call for help and
ro respond to others calls 1s very important. today as the
U.S . (loAast GuAards budget 15 beina reduced and their ability
to respond to the emeraency calls deteriorates.

T teel that this 1norease 18 unwarranted and unjustifiable
and will result 1N A SKerious decrease 1n marine safety as
PpoAaters oot to tunction without radios or Attempt to use

ot hey modes 11 ke “CR“ that are not intended tor this use and
Are not A= reltAable

[wonld Appreciate volr assistance 'n “"Stopoing the Tnsanity”
of rmis FCC Aactaion

acsaratance.

IThan tr Tor vol
/; Mél'

Rireara F .1 andeck



Peter Stephens

2130 Dyan Way .
Maitland, FL 32751 \f/

March 2, 1994

Senator Connie Mack
517 Hart Senate Office Bldg
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Mack,

It has just come to my attention through my membership in Boat/US
Reports March Issue, that the FCC is considering raising the fee
for licenses to operate VHF radios. I have no problem paying the
current $35.00 fee for the license. The proposed $110.00 fee is
totally out of line with what should be charged.

I recently used my marine radio to call for assistance when my boat
became beached on a sand bar in the Florida Keys. The tide had run
out, and I was facing the possibility of having to stay out in the
open for at least 8 hours until the tide came back in. It would
have been after midnight, and I don't know if you have ever
experience the agony of the Florida saltwater mosquito, but I doubt
it would have been pleasurable out on the sand bar after dark. With
my marine radio, I was able to summon help through the Coast Guard
station on Key West, for which I was extremely grateful. If I had
to pay more than the current fee, I would probably not have had the
radio with me or would have been considered a felon for using the
radio to summon help.

Please do not let the PCC raise the fee for operator licenses. I
fear that this will lead to a catastrophe that could be prevented
if the fee was left as it is instead of increasing it. Don't make
felons out of us over something as stupid as a licensing fee for
something that saves lives.

Sifferelyﬂ

S NG
Peter Stephens

.
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Sen. Connie Mack
241 Dirkson Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510

The proposal, by the FCC, to raise the license fee for marine VHF
radios to $110 is ridiculous. There is no way I could afford that
fee, and I sure can't afford the fine for transmitting without a
license. So if the fee is raised above $35 I won't be able to use
my radio. I'm a recreational boater and a member of the Coast
Guard Auxiliary. Without use of a VHF radio I will not be able to
assist the Coast Guard as 1 presently do at least once a week.

Robert H. McCaw

1128 Pin Qak Circle
Niceville, F1 32578
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28 February 1994

Sen. Connie Mack \U
517 Hart Senate Oftice Bldg. \l /
Washington. D.C. 20510-0903

. J
Dear Sir:

[t is mv understanding that the Federal Comminication Commission is
considering increasing the user fees for VHF radios on recreational boats
fron the current $35 to $110. In my opinion this increase would result in
many boat owners doing without VHF radios in their boats. Many people
would no longer be able to receive weather updates , this could result in the
loss of life. Because fewer people would have radios someone's call for help
may go unanswered and the result could be loss of life .

Simcerely

A LI A~
Grady L. Ingfam

1600 Vega Ave
Merritt Island, F1 32953

CC: Sen. Emest Hollings

Chairman Senate Commerce Committee
(J.S. Senate

Washington. D.C.20510

Rep. Jim Bacchus
431 Cannon House Office Bldg
Washington. D.C. 20515-0911

Rep. John Dingell

Chairman Energy & commerce Committee
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515




March 4, 1994

Senator Connie Mack
1342 Colonial Blvd, Suite 27

/-
Ft. Myers, FL 33907

Dear Senator Mack: mm

I recently read in the March 1994 issue of 7‘”‘
Boat/U.S. "Reports", that the cost of an FCC Nuﬂ 0
license to operate a VHF marine radio could go

from $35.00 to $110.00 effective April 1, 1994.

As a boat owner over the last 25 plus years, I

have always owned and used a properly licensed
marine radio. First with the original AM Band
until it was banned in U.S. waters, then with

the present VHF Band. I consider my VHF radio

the most important safety device on my boat and

I use it frequently for my own benefit, i.e.
weather, radio telephone, and occassional
assistance, as well as to help others on the water.

I am adamantly opposed to this outrageous and
unwarranted increase in "user fee'". If this
proposed increase is approved, Congress will deal
a severe blow to marine safety. Many boat owners
will not take existing VHF radios aboard their
boats and many new boat owners will not purchase
VHF radios because of this excessive "user-fee".
What a tradegy it would be if a boating family
were lost at sea and unable to call for help.

Why would Congress want to penalize the very people
they should be helping?

Take the advise of the United States Coast Guard
and reject this unjust fee and help us maintain
resonable ability to obtain help and information
on the water when needed.

Sincerely,

Ltk & W/

Robert E. Watson
2296 Lemon Street
St. James City, FL 33956
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Chief of Staff Eneq
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1919 M Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20554-0001

Dear Mr. Haines:

I was recently contacted by one cf my constituents, John M.

Chigas.

In order to reply to my constituent’s concerns,

I am

respectfully referring the attached material to you for review,

consideration,
response.

and comment.

(202) 225-3515 in my Washington office.

Please return my enclosure with your
Any gquestions can be directed to Bill Garretson at

Thank you for your attention to this matter and I look
forward to hearing from you.

HWF : wg

Very truly yours,

| 4

Harris W. Fawell
Member of Congress

No. of Copies rec'q _\‘L
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March 07, 1994

Representative Harris W. PFawell
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515-1313

Dear Representative Fawell:

I would Jjust like to let you kriow that the
"agsault" on recreational boaters in Washington 1s allve
and well. (8ee-enclosed). You have many of us in your
district, s0 I hope you do understand our plight at times,
We seem to have been targeted as the group that can solve
all of the financlal woes of the Federal Government. I
know of no other hobby group that has been targeted in
this manner! I know you are not directly involved in.
thesgse particular issues at this time, but I wanted you
to know hcw these "fees" look from the point of view of
the boating habby enthusiast. I may be looking for a

new hobby real soon.

Very truly yours,

hn M. Chigas
58 177 N. Webster Street
Naperville, IL 6052;,1239
y’




March 07, 1994

Senator Ernest Hollings, Chairman
Senate Commerce Committee

U.S. Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Hollings:

I'm extremely concerned about the proposal to drastically
increase the licensing "fee" for marine radios, particularly
for recreational boaters. For most of us, the VHP radio is
primarily a safety item --- to know you oan reach other boats
or the U.S. Coast Guard in an emergency situation. Otherwise,
it 18 seldom used., My wife and I hmve been boating for over
15 years, and we have heard many rescues coordinated over the
VHF frequencies. The $35 fee imposed only a few years ago was
reasonable, and I suspect unopposed by most boaters. This
additional "fee" being considered is unreasonsble, and will
have far reaching implications.

During the 80t'g, a very large influx of people into
recreational boating occurred, making the monitoring of VHF
frequerncies that much more difficult for the PCC. I would
estimate that now as much as S0% of the calls heard on the
VHF channels are now made carelessly, and without the caller
using his call sign (license identification). An increase
in the licensing fee will only drastically increase this
abuse of the gystem, as less people will even bother to
obtain a lipense ., The VHF network could well soon go the
route of the CB network, which was initially licensed, but
because of the shear numbers of operators and abuses, soon
caused the FCC to give up on any attempt to control or license,

Many concientious and practical boaters, which I believe
includes myself, will avoid any additional unreasonable fee
by Just doing without a VHF radio, even though it 1s probably
the best plece of safety equipment we could have aboard. We
all have to decide what is "reasonable" within our boating
budget. I can only hope we will be able to reach someone on
ths CB frejuencies in an emergency, if rsquired,

The U.S. Coast Guard is on record as opposing the pro-
posed additional fee, and who 18 in a better position to
Judge 1ts impact on boating safety? Your "unreasonable" addi-
tional license fee could literally wipe out years of effort
by the Coest Guard and many other groups to improve boating

safetyl
If you consider the implications of the proposed additional

licensing fee for recreational boaters thoroughly, I'm sure
Yyou'll realize 1t will not produce the expected revenue, could
do damage to the VHF network, and compromise boating sagety.

Very truly yours,

J M. Chigas

85 177 N. Webster Street
Naperville, IL 60563-1239

cc: Representative Harris W. Fawell
Boat U.S.
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March 13, 1994

Rep. John Kyl
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Kyl,

It has recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) intends to increase the cost of a marine VHF radio license from

$35 to $110 on April 1.

A marine VHF radio is a basic item of safety for many boaters. It provides
access to weather information and advisories, enables a boater to call for help in an
emergency or respond to another boater's call for heip in an emergency. With the
increased availability of handheld units at a cost of not much more than $100, the
hardware has become practical in terms of both size and price for even the small boat
owner/user such as myself. The Coast Guard is on record opposing the fees for
boaters because of safety and search and rescue concemns. | would like to add my
voice, too, in opposition to such fees.

| request that you oppose these fee increases for marine VHF radio licenses.

Yours truly,

RIS

James A. Hill



