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The United States Postal Service hereby files a revision to its June 1, 2009, filing of its 

notice of filing of functionally equivalent Global Expedited Package Services 1 negotiated 

service agreement.  The information in the footnote 10 of the original filing regarding the status 

of this customer was inadvertently held over from the language of a prior notice used as a 

drafting model. To more accurately represent the circumstances presented by this agreement, 

the final sentence of footnote 10 should be replaced with the following: 

“This is the first agreement filed with the Commission on behalf of this customer, however, so 

this provision is not included.” 
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previous or existing agreement, where applicable.10  In addition, language was added to 

clarify this agreement’s purpose, in that other Postal Service products and services are 

available to the customer, but under the same regulatory standards as applied to 

mailers in general.  Clarification was added to this agreement to exclude certain flat-rate 

products from the mail qualifying for discounts.  Also, the proposed agreement contains 

a simpler notice requirement, changing the mailer’s advance notification of mailing 

obligation.  In the original GEPS contract, the mailer was required to provide at least a 

one week advance notice of mailing.  This agreement, like others previously approved 

as functionally equivalent to the GEPS 1 agreement, requires the mailer to provide 

notice of intent to mail and to conform to acceptance times and scheduling procedures 

at the acceptance site.  The modified language allows individual mailers and 

acceptance sites to work together to accommodate their respective scheduling needs.   

The liquidated damages provision also differs from some but not all of the other 

previously approved agreements. The differences between the agreements comes as a 

result of negotiations with individual mailers and a general balancing of case-specific 

factors, such as the volume or postage commitment made by the customer, the 

customer’s prior mailing history, and the potential for future business from the customer.  

The Postal Service does not view any such differences as affecting the fundamental 

nature or structure of the contracts.  

To address the potential termination of the agreement prior to completion of its 

full anticipated one-year term, a paragraph was added to the termination provision.  This 

clarifies how the mailer’s volume or revenue commitment would be calculated under 

                                            
10 Some of the agreements generally provide that if all applicable reviews have not been completed at 
the time an older agreement expires, then the mailer must pay published prices until some alternative 
becomes available.  This is the first agreement filed with the Commission on behalf of this customer, 
however, so this provision is not included. 


