What others say...

(Cantinued Irom Page Twa)

Togiak official stresses air cargo service need

To Rep. Adams:

Thank you for your promp reply 1o
my letter and your comments in regard
to HIR 11.

I do agree with you that the issue
of postal fees to mainline and Bush
carriers is not an all or nothing ﬂm
pc:-mlmn However, 1 do feel that HIR

if applied, would be an all or
mﬂhing solution. Therefore, | would
like 0 address a few points mention-
ed in your letter.

I. In your letter you stated **. . . that
current U5 Postal Service mail
distribution policy is causing severe

problems for most of the major airlines
nnd Bush carriers in Alaska.

“*Specifically, the policy of

allocating mail to cargo-omly carriers,

which bypass regional hubs. s
4 B l’mmm

rermoved critical mail revenue

vist majority of carriers who also pro-
> vide passonger service 1o rural
Alaska. "’

First of all, | do have guestions as
to how severe the problem of decreas-
ed postal revenue to certain nirline and
air cargo carriers actually is and how
this pruhl-:m will actually affect Bush

r fares. 1 will, however, ad-
ma guestion below.
Secondly, 1 do question Iht overall

concept of **regional hubs, " which in
practice seems to be restrictive to the
growth of the outlying villages.
Nevertheless, while it is true that a
loss of revenue to a business, whether
it be from the Postal Service or
elsewhere, can negatively effect 1hnt
business, 1 think it is mmlm!i
impwrhlr. to say that the ?ouu]
Service has a pl::liqr to allocate mail
only to cargo carriers and to rd
npr carriers and that this policy
l l ciuse of some carriers’ finan:

mm&nﬂlmlulldut
del Mmﬂhmt?ﬂdm-

" whether it be cargo,
or # combination of the

at the first opportuni-

ty o carry this mail, then s the
Postal Service’s duty to assign the mul
to the carrier. If this exercise of duty
precludes some mir carners (rom ob-
taining Postal Service revenue, then it
15 i result of those carmiers” operational
policy and nol the fault of any policy
of the Postal Service.

If HIR 11 was introduced in order
to change a policy of the Postal Ser-
vice, then it is not needed because tha
E:Iicy does not exist, It appears,

ywever, that the real pu of HIR
Il is 1o force the Postal Service into
a new policy that favomn pessenger car
MErs OVEr Cargo Lllrrlt:l'"'i In your let-
ler you stated, “'(IN scems inap
Enuprinl: that the federal governmen

s been paying a subsidy to improve
passenger service th one agen:
&y, the LS, Department of Transpor-

tation, wnd hindering through Ilu.

licy of another agency, the U.S
ostal Service."'
Just hauuu the exercise ol one
ngency s duty n\g' oot complement
nother agency's duty does not mean
lhl: two have conflicting policies. In
this instance a more correct interpreta:
tion would be that the Postal Service's
current mail distribution policy is com-
lementing the Department of
ransporntation’s policy providing a
source of revenue 0 nod just all
passengoer air carriers, but also 1o all
cargo and the combination cargo and
passsenger air Carriers.
HIR 11, il passad by the Alaska
islature and acted upon by the
fi government, wmld create o

situgtion wherein m:ultl
r be desig n:ﬂ o h1
SINess whlln unfarily I’nwrlng

oo sﬁmmw T
Alaska necds nnt only reliable and
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In!l::'t ifumnﬂnhhutuhn

fuvored over the other, then it must be

cargo, Air cargo service and its rates

‘The m;rrénr policy of the Postal Service
is helping to keep the cost of living down
in all of rural Alaska.’

both have a more immediate long-term
impact on the Bush, This, then, brings
me to ancther point raised 0 your
letter

2, In your letter you stisted . tha
there ure some  benelits 1o I:Iu.-».'h
residents receiving direct mul i
but the benefits lost are inicrmnllw
much  greater. Continued  relinble
st hm:luf‘ d passenger flights
reasonable rates 15 extremely impor-
tant o all of us. It does not seem pru
dent 1o risk this for more direct mail
gervice, "’

While | agree with you that the
reduction of passenger services and/or
increase of passenger fares is not n
the best interest of rural residents, |
believe that the greater interest to rural
residents is in the lowering of the cost
ol living and the raising ni the stan-
dard of living in their home
communitics.

Travel out of the local commumit
by airlines, while sometimes a nm:u,-.ly
IK. is primarily a luxury, but keeping
lln cost of living d'l"l:lt“ al hn;:h is
always a necessity. curmesl policy
nftlu:?ﬂutllﬂﬂ"lriﬂl:il‘lﬁlpl? o keep
the cost of living down in all of rural
Alaska.

Not only is miail delivered quicker
und in better condition under the Postal
Service's current policy, but also and
more | ., many Bush com-
munitites that now, and many more
that can in the future, receive direct
mail flights also receive, at the same
limm cargo fl at grully

reduced rates tll'fo
m first to a hub hﬁn going to
destination,
o e TSR
@
of direct mail ﬂaﬁﬂm
the direct cargo ﬂilhlrhlu:h :nm~

T

munities 15 a step backward. Affor
dable cargo rates, and prompt, direct
“By-Puss™ mail ure asssting com-
munitles such ns Togiak to not only
sustuin themselves during

Alaska’s current economic slump, but
also 0 grow into cconome self
sufficient communities.

1 Your letter stated both directly
arul through several implications thal
il wir carriers do not feceive a greater
share of the Postal Service’s dollar,
then service will be lessened, discon-
tinued or fares will rise. [ do not think
that this condition s necessanly a cer-
tuinty ot this ime

Some cartiers may have 0 choose
one or all of these alternatives, but
others. will continue to operate, and
still others will replace those that can-
not compete in an open market,

There are currently air passenger
and curgo carriers operating in rural
Alaska 32! are not only surviving, but
alto growing without any large share
of Postal Service revenue. Those
airlines that need o greater shure of
postal revenue than that gained
through fuir competition should look
to these successful air carmiers ns
mudui: und not iry o gain the upper

peilitical manipulations
lhn:tlnllul nmwlllhunhnlhlhnlr
industry lnd the public the

[ urge you and other ™ u!' the
Finance Committee, as well a8 the en-
lire Legislature, to consider very
f.':ll'l‘ﬁ.l]lj'l mpm:lufl-l.lﬂ L1 on the
nntmr rural population; rather
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problem.
Robert M

" President, Toglak Natives Ltd,
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