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The Postal Service in their Brief indicates that the Forever Stamp should be adopted.
  I anticipated most of the comments of the Postal Service with respect to the Forever Stamp and covered them in my Initial Brief on pages 1 through 10 and therefore see no need for repeating them again.

There are a few points that require comment.  Footnote 21 on Page 191 of the Postal Service's Brief raises one of my main concerns,
21 That is the intended purpose for the stamp and the Postal Service plan to promote

that use. Nevertheless, as reflected in proposed DMM 601.1.10 (71 Fed. Reg. 56587

(September 27, 2006), to avoid penalizing customers who affix Forever Stamps to other

mail pieces to pay postage, the Postal Service will tolerate such other uses by crediting

customers with postage equivalent to the First-Class Mail initial-ounce letter rate

prevailing at the time of use. Nevertheless, proposed DMM 604.1.10 -- as explained

and elaborated upon in response to DBP/USPS-340-42, 366-68, 457, 510, 606, 616,

619(c), 620, 622, 643-44, 647-48, 657, 674, 677, 684, and 700; as well as DFC/USPS-

80-83 -- reflects the Postal Service’s determination that Forever Stamps may be applied

to mail matter other than one-ounce First-Class Mail letters.

The first sentence of the footnote raises the concern that by promoting what the Postal Service has characterized as the intended purpose for the Forever Stamp
 will be the use that many of the Postal Service's employees will be aware of.  They will not be aware of what the Postal Service has characterized as the tolerated use of the Forever Stamp.
  I can envision many retail window clerks will not be accepting the Forever Stamp for its tolerated uses.  I can also envision mail processing employees either returning mail or marking it postage due by not accepting a tolerated use of the Forever Stamp.

The concept of "tolerated use" is abhorrent.  As far as I am aware, there is no present regulation that exists in the Domestic Mail Manual that has a tolerated use.  Either something is permitted to be mailed under certain conditions or it is not.  The regulations should be clear as to what may be done and that should be permitted 100%.  

The Postal Service raises what appears to be a "red herring" by indicating the concept of having a forever value to each and every postage stamp designed primarily for a specific classification or rate category denomination.  Nowhere in the proposal or testimony is there any reference to such a concept.  

While there have been a number of changes that have been made in the Postal Service's Forever Stamp proposal since it was first proposed, there has been no change in the wording of the DMCS.  Footnote 39 on Page 238 of the Postal Service's Brief is as follows:
39 And while some uncertainty may have arisen during the course of this docket, the

resulting proposal and the now very clear implementation plan should not generate

confusion for the vast numbers of individual customers who will have no exposure to the

Docket No. R2006-1 record and whose understanding of the concept will be based

upon implementing regulations and other rate implementation publicity materials

developed by the Postal Service.

The clear implementation plan referred to in Footnote 39 must derive its authority from the wording of the DMCS.  The DMCS wording must be changed from the original Postal Service's proposal to allow for this.  

The DMCS wording proposed by Douglas Carlson on page 5 of his Initial Brief and in his Testimony DFC-T-1 will match the implementation plan of the Postal Service and therefore should be adopted.
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� 	Postal Service Brief at 190.


� 	Use on a one-ounce single-piece First-Class Mail letter.


� 	Any use other than use on a one-ounce single-piece First-Class Mail letter.
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