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TRANSPORTATION FROM THE GROUND UP




March 1, 2005

Docket Clerk

Department of Transportation Dockets Office

Washington, D.C.

Re:
Docket 14694 & 14695

To Whom It May Concern:

This letter refers to the claims made in the letter of William J. Jones, Senior Counsel of the United States Postal Service in a letter dated March 1, 2005 and placed in this docket.

The Postal Service maintains its usual standard of accuracy and fair play in its letter.  Mr. Jones states that Senator Olson’s February 10, 2005 filing opposing the 40% premium for Part 121 linehaul rates excludes pertinent information, i.e., the Olson Air Service is “an air carrier in direct competition with Frontier Flying Service, Inc. [present tense]” 

Mr. Jones’ statement is false and its implications libelous.  Examination of the T-100 market reports and historic mail tender records of the Postal Service itself show that Olson Air has not served Gambell or Savoonga (markets served by Frontier pursuant to a waiver granted by the Postal Service) since November, 2003.  When Frontier entered the market through waiver, it was included in the 70% passenger pool, while Olson was in the 10% Other pool for the few weeks it served the market.  In fact, Olson had provided 28-days notice of its intent to delete service to Gambell and Savoonga before the Postal Service granted Frontier wavier authority.  Frontier’s wavier had no effect on Olson’s mail tender in any manner.

More disturbing than the shabby attack by Mr. Jones is the fact that the Postal Service knows full well that its charges are completely false.  Postal dispatch reports show that Olson never competed with Frontier for mail tender in any market, and that no tender of mail from any pool in these markets was dispatched to Olson after November, 2003.  Olson Air does not now and never has competed with Frontier for mail in any market.

It must be remembered that Senator Olson, along with State Representatives Reggie Joule and Richard Foster opposed the waiver to Frontier in the first place, predicting the financial disruption that would take place in the markets.  Rather than libeling Senator Olson, the Postal Service would have been better served to listen to the advice he and his legislative colleagues submitted.

Respectfully submitted,

Hank Myers

