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DiANNE FElNSTEIN 
"""Fa~N'A 

'llnitcd ~tatcs ~cnatc 

The Honorable John E. Potter 

WASHINGTON.OC20S1Q-0504 

h1tp:lffei f\sfeiJ'\, senate .gav 

December 3, 2007 

Posunaster General and Chief Executive Officer 
United States Postal Service 
475 L'Enfant Plaza West, S.W, 
Washington DC" 20260-0010 

Dear Posunaster General Potter: 

COMlllmE[ ON MP~QmlA1JQNS 
COMMlTTU ON Til! J1Jl:flCIA~Y 
COMMI1TU ON !\VLeS AND 

AOMINISTU,T10N -Cf-JAlRMAI" 
SEL~CTCOMM1'TTH ONIN"lH!.IOlNtE 

I am wriling to you on behalf of the City of Aliso Viejo regarding a 
proposed United States Postal Service facility in Aliso Viejo. Mayor Carmen Cave 
recently wrote to me about the city's concerns with the project, which I would ask 
tha.t you look into and provide me with further infonnation based off of their 
requests. 

According to Mayor Cave, the USPS has proposed a 342,000 square fool 
junk mail processing faciHty that will operate twenty-four hours a day, seven days 
a week in the center of Aliso Viejo. The Mayor states that this operation is 
incompatible with local land uses and poses hazards to a local elementary school, 
church and adjacent residential neighborhood surrounding this proposed complex. 
While I understand that the USPS recently agreed to scale back the proposed ~ 
facility, the city still has significant concerns, including: 

• The project's 24/7 operations, 99 truck trips per day, and 600+ employees 
will generate significant traffic, air pollution and public safety problems 
making it incompatible with the existing neighborhood . 

• The facility will generate significant wear and tear on city roads without 
generating tax revenue to help mitigate those impacts. 
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• Because the Environmental Assessment for the project does not address many 
of the issues necessary to detennine its true environmental impact, a more 
comprehensive I?-nvironmental Impact Report should be completed. 

• To date the USPS has only seriously explored one community, San Juan 
Capistrano, amongst many others that may be better suited than Aliso Viejo 
to house the facility. 

• USPS did not give the city proper notice to prepare for a project of this size 
and impact, and ,its targeted construction date of April 2008 is inadequate to 
address the num¢rous outstanding issues. 

In addition to these concerns, I would ask that you fully consider other 
alterative sites within, the region. I understand that the USPS recently made some 
inquiries into whether there might be an opportunity for the facility to be built on 
portions of the former EI Toro base being redeveloped by Lennar, but that it did 
not appear to be a viable option. I would like to ask you to also inquire whether 
any of the land still retained by the federal government at the former base might be 
suitable and potentiaHy at a significant cost savings than Aliso Viejo. , 

Given the existence of the federal law that exempts the USPS from local 
planning efforts, I fe¢1 that it is very important for the USPS to do all it can to 
address concerns of local governments where it proposes facilities that will impact 
the local community. I hope you share this concern and look forward to hearing 
from you on this matter as soon as possible. 

DF: jp/cc 

SinCerely/.? ........... ' 

~~~-'~;~ 
Dia.rU1e Feinstein 
United States Senator 

.. 
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Smith, Taura T "Washington, DC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hantman, David (Feinstein) <Oavid_Hantman@feinstein.senate.gov> 
Thursday, February 09, 2012 1:23 PM 
Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC 
RE: Sanders 

Thanks, Mary Ann. Right-I know the plant consolidations and 5 day delivery switch are the big ticket savers, and I made 
it clear to my boss the importance of those two moves, ,just wanted to give her a complete listing of savings estimates 
so needed to include PO closures. Thanks again. 

From: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC [mailto:maryann.simpson@usps.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2012 1: 13 PM 
To! Hantman, David (Feinstein) 
Subject: RE: Sanders _~------------- -~~ 
~ \ 

Thanks, David6i1~ projected savings from closing 3700 P.o.s is $200m.~1 know it's not a lot but 
when you combinE"fw1tff$3DfOf5(jaydelivery and $2.1 b for p;a;;!consolidations, it really helps us. 
Mary Ann 

From: Hantman! David (Feinstein) [maHto:David_Hantman@feinstein,senate.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2012 12:07 PM 
To: Simpson, Mary Ann ~ Washington, DC 
Subject: RE: Sanders 

Sure - and thanks for not saying anything. I'm not entirely certain it will be released publicly, but jf it is it should be 01 

by tomorrow anyway. 

I'm going to give Feinstein an update on everything this afternoon and have one more quick question for you - is the 
an official estimate on total savings associated with closing the 3,700 or so offices? I'd like to have a number for that to 
go with the S2.1b in savings from closing the AMPs. 

The text of the letter is below. 

David 

Dear Chairman Lieberman, Chailman Carper, Ranking Member Collins, and Ranking Member Brov.'ll: 

As you know, we have serious concerns with the United States Postal Service's (USPS) plan to close 
thousands of mostly rural post offices, eliminate hundreds of mail processing plants, slash its workforce by 
220,000, and substantially slow down mail delivery. If this plan is implemented, it will have a devastating 
impact on rural America, small businesses, veterans, the elderly, and our entire economy. 

Last December, many of us worked with the Postmaster General on a five-month moratorium to prevent 
the closure or consolidation of rural post offices and mail processing facilities. This moratorium, which lasts 
until May 15th, has given Congress some time to enact a comprehensive bill to allow USPS to succeed in the 
21 st Centmy, protect rural communities and preserve the prompt and reliable delivery of mail. 

Everyone understands that the Postal Service is in the midst of a serious fmancial crisis that must be 
addressed. But, we believe that this financial crisis can be solved in a way that does not substantially slow 
down the delivery of mail and hann rural America. Over the short-term, we believe that the Postal Service 
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Smith, Taura T - Washington, DC .. 
From: 
Sent: 

Hantman, David (Feinstein) <David_Hantman@feinstein,senate,gov> 
Thursday, May 24, 2012 6:58 PM 

To: Simpson, Mat)' Ann - Washington, DC 
Subject: RE: question regarding La Jolla post office 

Mary Ann, 

Do you have a list of post offices in California that are included in the National Register of Historical Places? No rush on 
this at alt, my boss is just curious and I said 1 would look into it before she got back. Thanks, 

David 

From: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC [tnaflto:maryann,simpson(Olusps,goy] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 23,20123:06 PM 
To: Hantman, David (Feinstein) 
Subject: RE: question regarding La Jolla post office 

Hi David, 
Yes, we are still planning on selling it and it should go on the open market for sale later this spring or 
summer. The space greatly 
exceeds our needs (we need only half of the 15,000 sq. feet) and we need the money that this sale 
could bring in. We would relocate nearby and make sure our customers have no interruption in 
service. Also, there are historic murals that will be protected via a covenant in any sale. 
The community is welcome to place a bid just like everyone else. We own the building and must get 
the most money we can out of it. 
Let me know if you have any other questions I haven't answered. 
Mary Ann 

From: Hantman, David (Feinstein) [mailto:David Hantman@feinstein.senate.qovl 
Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2012 2:56 PM 
To: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC 
Subject: question regarding La Jolla post office 

Mary Ann, 

When you get a minute, can you let me know ifthere have been any updates in regard to plans to relocate the PO on 
Wall Street in La Jolla, CA? Our office has received more questions recently about this office. Thanks, 

David Hantman 
Legislative Aide 
Office of Senator Dianne Feinstein 
202.224.3841 
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Smith, Taura T - Washington, DC 

, 

From: Hantman, David (Feinstein) <David_Hantman@feinstein.senate.gov> 

Sent: Thursday, February 02,2012 12:32 PM 

To: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC 

Subject: RE: Do you have a few minutes to talk today? 


>
Briefing paper on the bill? I'm not sure I understand how this relates -I'm hoping to get any feedback you may have on 
a few of our amendment ideas. Let me know if you have any time for this. Thanks, 

David 

From: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC [mailto:maryann.simpson@usps.gov] 

Sent: Thursday, February 02, 2012 11:42 AM 

To: Hantman, David (Feinstein) 

Subject: Re: Do you have a few minutes to talk today? 


I have a briefing paper that I will send you when I get back to my office. I am out for about an hour. 

Mary Ann 


From: Hantman, David (Feinstein) [mailto:David Hantman@feinstein.senate.gov] 

Sent: Thursday, February 02, 2012 10:16 AM 

To: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC 

Subject: Do you have a few minutes to talk today? 


Mary Ann, 


My boss has asked for any potential amendment ideas to the Postal Service reform bill. I've got a few ideas that I 

wanted to run by you if you have a few minutes to talk. Thanks, 


David Hantman 

Legislative Aide 

Office of Senator Dianne Feinstein 

202.224.3841 
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Smith, Taura T • Washington, DC 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mary Ann, 

Hantman, David (Feinstein) <David..:..Hantman@feinstein.senate.gov> 
Thursday, May 17, 2012 3:13 PM 
Simpson, Mary Ann ~ Washington, DC 
consolidations 

How are you? I'm hoping to get a list of the 48 locations that will undergo consolidation beginning this summer- is that 
something you can share at this point? Thanks, 

David Hantman 
Legislative Aide 
Office of Senator Dianne Feinstein 
202.224.3841 

1 
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Smith, Taura T - Washington, DC 

From: 
Sent: 

Hantman, David (Feinstein) <David_Hantman@feinstein.senate.gov> 
Friday, May 18, 2012 3:55 PM 

To: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC 
Subject: RE: CA Plants on list for this Summer 

Thanks for the update. I'll pass along to my boss and let you know if she has any follow up questions. Have a good 

weekend, 

David 

From: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC [mailto:maryann,simpson@usps,govl 
Sent: Friday, May 18, 2012 1:47 PM 
To: Braemer, Denise (Boxer); Hantman, David (Feinstein) 
Subject: CA Plants on list for this Summer 

Denise, 
David, 
You both asked me to identify the plants in CA that would be consolidated this summer, as part of 
the overall nationwide list of 48. The following plants will begin their consolidation this summer: 

Midway Processing and Distribution facility, San Diego; Modesto Customer Service and Mail 
Processing Center; North Bay Processing and Distribution Center, Petaluma; North Peninsula DDC 
(delivery and distribution center) Burlingsme;_Pasadena Processing -and Distribution Center. 

Remember, this summer's consolidation doesn't mean closure. It means that equipment and our 
employees will 
move to the gaining facility. In most cases there are retail services and Business Mail Acceptance 
Units 
that will remain operational. 

The remaining facilities in CA that appeared on the list you received yesterday will be consolidated in 
early 2013 most likely by February. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 
Mary Ann 

1 

peter
Highlight
I'll pass along to my boss and let you know if she has any follow up questions.



Smith, Taura T - Washington, DC 

From: 
Sent: 

Thomas, Ahmad (Feinstein) <Ahmad_ Thomas@feinstein.senate.gov> 
Wednesday, October 21, 2009 5:14 PM 

To: Simpson, Mary Ann ~ Washington, DC 
Cc: Beltran, Patricia (Feinstein) 
Subject: RE: CA stations and branch offices 

Thank you very much, Marry Ann. Can we share this infonnation with the impacted cities? 

With regards, 
Ahmad 

From: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC [mailto:maryann.simpson@usps.govl 
Sent: Wednesday, October 21, 2009 5:08 PM 
To: Thomas, Ahmad (Feinstein) 
Cc: Beltran, Patricia (Feinstein) 
Subject: CA stations and branch offices 

Hi Ahmad, 
I know your office has been concerned about the station and branch offices that are on our list for 
possible consolidation. I just learned today that 4 have been removed from the list. 
They are Inglewood-Lennox Branch; Torrance-Marcelina Station; Torrance-Del Arno station; 
Torrance-Walteria Station. So, I wanted you to have that information. 
Another list will come out in early November and these offices will no longer be on the list. 
Mary Ann Simpson 
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Smith, Taura T - Washington, DC 

From: 
Sent: 

Hantman, David (Feinstein) <David_Hantman@feinstein.senate.gov> 
Tuesday, November 08, 2011 4;04 PM 

To: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC 
Subject: RE; Post Office closure question 

Great, this is helpful. Thanks so much. 

David 

From: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC [lT1ailto:maryann.simpson@usp~.ggy] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2011 3:55 PM 
To: Hantman, David (Feinstein) 
Subject: FW: Post Office closure question 

Hi David, 
Here's the answer re: NEPA and P.O.s. Let me know if you need anything else. 
Mary Ann 

From: Branson, Carrie M - St. Louis, MO 
Sent: Tuesday, November 08,2011 2:23 PM 
To: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC 
Subject: RE: Post Office closure question 

The Postal Service has determined that, absent extraordinary circumstances, the environmental impacts of a Post Office 
closure are less than significant. Therefore, per our regulations (39 CFR 775.6(b)(15)), they are categorically excluded 
from the requirement to prepare a NEPA Environmental Assessment. However, the Postal Service currently includes 
NEPA documentation as part of the discontinuation process in order to screen for extraordinary circumstances 
and demonstrate consideration of environmental impacts. 

Carrie M. Branson 
Attorney 
Procurement and Property Law 
USPS Law Department 
1720 Market St., Room 2400 
St. Louis, MO 63155-9945 

From: Hantman, David (Feinstein) [mailto:David Hantman@feinstein.senate.qovl 
Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 201111:09 AM 
To: Simpson, Mary Ann - Washington, DC 
Subject: Post Office closure question 

Mary Ann, 

Quick question for you, if you have a minute. My boss received a letter from the Modoc County Board of Supervisors 
arguing that post offices closures constitute a "major federal action" and should therefore be subject to NEPA 

requirements. r have not come across this argument before, and I looked into it a little and can't find much to back up 
this claim. Has USPS faced this argument from any offices being looked at for closure, and if so do you have any info I 

may be able to pass to Sen. Feinstein? Thanks, 

1 
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Smith, Taura T - Washington, DC 

From: 
Sent: 

Thomas, Ahmad (Feinstein) <Ahmad_ Thomas@feinstein.senate.gov> 
Tuesday, December 01, 2009 6:46 PM 

To: Simpson, Mary Ann ~ Washington, DC 
Cc: Beltran, Patricia (Feinstein) 
Subject: post office closures in San Diego County 

Hi Mary Ann-

My boss asked for an update on the status of two San Diego County post offices on the proposed closure list ... 

-North Park Post Office at 3791 Grim Avenue 

~George Washington Post Office at 2692 C Street in Golden Hill 

A . .ny feedback would be much appreciated. Thal1.k you. 

Ahmad 

From: Simpson, Mary Ann ~ Washington, DC [mailto:maryann.simpson@usps.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 01, 20094:45 PM 
To: Thomas, Ahmad (Feinstein) 
Subject: RE: postal issue 

4:30 is just fine. I'll see you tomorrow. thanks. 
Mary Ann 

From: Thomas, Ahmad (Feinstein) [mailto:Ahmad Thomas@feinstein.senate.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 01, 2009 4:03 PIVl 
To: Simpson, Mary Ann ~ Washington, DC 
Cc: Beltran, Patricia (Feinstein) 
Subject: RE: postal issue 

Hi Mary Ann - Would you be available at 4:30 PM tomorrow? Or, would 1O:30A work? Alternatively, if these 
times don't work for your schedule, we can set up a briefing over the telephone. Thanks for reaching out to us. 

Ahmad 

From: Simpson, Mary Ann ~ Washington, DC [mailto:maryann.simpson@.usps.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 01, 2009 1:58 PM 
To: Thomas, Ahmad (Feinstein) 
Subject: postal issue 

Hi Ahmad, 
I was wondering if you had any time tomorrow afternoon that I could brief you on our Sustainability 
report. We're doing some interesting environmental tests 
in CA with our vehicles and facilities that I'd like your office to know about. Do you have any time 
between 2-4 tomorrow? 
Mary Ann Simpson 
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