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USPS Closure of Pinehurst Village Station
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Subject Appeal and Petition for Review

Under the provisions of Title 39, this is a notice of appeal and petition for review of
the USPS decision to close the Village Postal Station in the downtown district of
Pinehurst NC, 28370, and for suspension of that decision pending review. The
petitioner, Ralph Redmond Jr., of 11 Abbottsford Dr. holds PO Boxes 1891. They
received notice of this pending closure on July 15, 2011 and the notice is attached
for your convenience. As provided in Section 3001.115, petitioners request that a
copy of PRC Form 61 be sent to them so they may list their arguments in favor of
their petition and request for suspension. Following is a preliminary statement of
petitioners concerns subject to revision, correction, and additional arguments to be
presented in Form 61:

1..The notice of closure is flawed by not including the requirement of Section
404 (b) for a 60 day advance notice during which arguments and objections
could be made. Only a simple questionnaire was circulated and the results
were not given when the notice of closure was issued.

2. Also the required notification of the right to file a petition for review and the
provisions for doing so including a 30 day time limit for filing was not
provided. This had the effect of depriving petitioners and all box holders of
the knowledge of their right to appeal and its time limitations, and deprived
them of their opportunity to do. Only by chance, and at the last minute, did
petitioners learn of this right.

3. On inquiry to the USPS District Office in Charlotte NC, the analysis it used
to show a $66,000 savings to USPS from closure was revealed to be
seriously flawed. Among other things USPS had assumed that all box holders
would transfer their boxes to the other Post Office on the border of Aberdeen,
rather than switch to home delivery, thus maintaining the cash flow from
those box rentals. If there were a true savings to the USPS by closure, the
Village would be interested in paying this amount to USPS, perhaps in
exchange for use of a small portion of the building, possibly for a tourist
information service or other civic use.

4. The economic impact on Pinehurst’s small historic downtown of the loss of
over a thousand residents coming to the Post Office each day for their mail
was not considered nor was the impact on economic and environmental



factors of having many people drive several miles to the edge of Aberdeen
rather than walk to get their mail.

5, the economic and historic impacts on the Village which is a National
Landmark District were not properly weighed as required under Section 106
of the Historic Protection Act, which applies to USPS since it is considered a
federal agency for the purposes of this Act.

6. According to the USPS District Office, the Village station would be the first

National Historic Landmark station ever to be proposed for closure and USPS
failed to apply under Section 106 for review by the historical authorities of the
NPS and the NC State Historic Preservation Office.

7. On information and belief, since the Old Town district of Pinehurst is
nationally landmarked, the installation of mailboxes on the curbs of its streets
would be an invasion of its landscape and Olmstead’s design. Already,
mailboxes are being nailed up in an uncoordinated manner with a variety of
colors and structure thus distorting the appearance of the NHL area, and
postal delivery vehicles are driving through the streets. .

8. It is also not clear whether the newer station erected on Blake rd on the
Aberdeen border in the early 1990s was coordinated and approved under
Section 106

Thank you for your consideration. If needed please do not hesitate to contact us by
phone at 910 295 7532 or email at rredmond@nc.rr.com.

Respectfully,

Ralph Redmond Jr.






