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	I, Douglas F. Carlson, hereby provide my response to the interrogatory of the Office of the Consumer Advocate (OCA/DFC-1).  The interrogatory was filed on October 30, 1996.


	The interrogatory is stated verbatim and is followed by my response.








							Respectfully submitted,








Dated:  November 11, 1996		_________________________


							   DOUGLAS F. CARLSON


�
OCA/DFC-1.  Refer to your testimony at page 12, lines 8-12, where you assert that the Postal Service's non-resident fee proposal "seems to be based on an assumption that most people obtain nonresident boxes for prestige, business, or convenience reasons. . . ."  Do you have any concrete evidence concerning the underlying rationale for the Postal Service's proposal for a non-resident box fee?  If so, please provide such evidence.


RESPONSE:


Attachment 1 to Response to OCA/DFC-1 is an article from the Washington Post dated June 8, 1996.  In the paragraphs that I have identified with an arrow, Bill McAllister explains that the nonresident fee is motivated by a desire to "make more money" off the demand for boxes in communities that have prestige addresses.  Id.  Another Washington Post article, dated October 9, 1996, repeats this explanation.  See Attachment 2 to Response to OCA/DFC-1.


These newspaper articles cast doubt on whether the nonresident fee was devised to recover the additional costs that nonresident boxholders supposedly impose on the Postal Service.  Instead, according to these articles, the fee is merely an attempt to extract more revenue from customers whom the Postal Service believes would be willing to pay higher fees.


�
�
DECLARATION





	I, Douglas F. Carlson, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing answers are true and correct, to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.








Dated:  November 11, 1996	_________________________


						   DOUGLAS F. CARLSON


�
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE





	I hereby certify that I have this day served the foregoing document upon the required participants of record in accordance with section 12 of the Rules of Practice and sections 3(B)(3) and 3(C) of the Special Rules of Practice.











							_________________________


							   DOUGLAS F. CARLSON


November 11, 1996


Emeryville, California
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