February 16, 2011

ADDENDUM TO THE PETITIOKER'S FILING ON THE PRC.GOV WEBSITE, DDCKET A2011-5
oF FEBRDAR! 15, 2011, PETITIONER: BARBARA K. SHERWOOD N FEB I P 113

i‘.}

With reference to Title 39: Postal Service, Part 3001-Rules of Practlce
and Procedure, Subpart H-Rules Applicable to Appeals of Postall Service A\
Determinations To Close or Comsolidate Post Offices v

Sec. 3001.111 Initiation of review proceedings

(a) Petition for review

and

Sec. 3001.114 Suspension pending review

(a) Application
it's very important that the first PRC contact persom for a petitionmer who

initiates an appeal to keep open a Postal Service Finance Station, Branch,

or Community Post Office 1nstruct the petitianer to make 2 requests of the
PRC:

(1) to review the Final Determination of the Postal Service to close, dis—
continue or consolidate a Postal Finance Statiom, Branch, etc.

and

(2) to ask the Postal Service to suspend closure of the Postal facility until
at least a point in time AFTER the completion of the PRC Review.

My point is that the petitioner canmnot ask the PRC to suspend closure, but
must request the PRC to ask the Postal Service to suspend closure.

With reference to PRC Form 61:

P. 1, the 2nd paragraph instructs the petitioner to explain to the PRC why the
petitioner believes the Commission should reverse the Final Determination of
the Postal Service and return the entire matter to the Postal Service for fur-
ther consideration. THIS STATEMENT IS IN ERROR BECAUSE JUST AS THE COMMISSION
DOES NOT HAVE THE LEGAL AUTHORITY TO SUSPEND CLOSURE OF A POSTAL FACILITY, S0,
TOO, THE COMMISSION DOES NOT HAVE THE LEGAT. AUTHORITY T0 REVERSE THE FINAL
DETERMIRATION OF THE POSTAL SERVICE. What the petitioner should request, in
keeping with their appeal, is that the Commission return the emtire mattexr of
the Postal Facility to the Postal Service for the purpose of reversing their
(the Postal Service's) Final Determination.

P..5; this format needs to be revised.

See #2., The form assumes that all the petitioner has requested the PRC to do
is review a Postal Service Final Determination to close, when, in fact, the
petitioner should have made TWO initial requests of the PRC, (1) to review
and (2) to ask the Postal Service to suspend closure, pending the outcome of
the PRC Review.

See #3. As on P. 1 of PRC Form 61, the 3 words “reversed and returmed” imply
that the petitioner is asking the PRC to reverse a Postal Service decision
and then return the matter to the Postal Service for their concurrence when
reality is that the PRC CANNOT REVERSE A POSTAL SERVICE DECISION, so the
petitioner should ask the Commission to return the matter of the closure to
the Postal Service for the purpose of reversing their (the Postal Service's)

decision.

See P. 2, PRC Form 61, lst paragraph. Note the correct statements: "...
the Commission may not change the Postal Service's Final Determination. It
may only (1) affirm the decision or (2) remand the entire matter to the Postal

Service for further comsideration.”
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