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On June 16, 2010, Douglas F. Carlson (Carlson) filed a motion to certify P.O. Ruling N2010-1/6, which denied his motion to compel the Postal Service to respond to interrogatories DFC/USPS-T4-22-24.
  The Motion for Certification clarifies the relevance argument Carlson briefly outlined in his motion to compel. 
  Motion for Certification at 1-3.  Carlson also asserts that the Presiding Officer erred in recognizing the Postal Service’s burden defense because the defense was not raised in the initial objection, and is not raised for the specific interrogatories requested by the motion to compel.  Id at 3-6.
The interrogatories at issue were filed by Carlson on May 4, 2010, seeking discovery from the Postal Service witness Neri on Advanced Facer Canceller System (AFCS) machine capacity, as a proxy for plant capacity, on a facility-specific basis.
  On May 14, 2010, the Postal Service objected to the interrogatories, contending that the information sought was not relevant to the proceeding.
  The Postal Service, however, agreed to file the number of AFCS machines in an aggregate format, which it did on May 18, 2010.

In the Motion to Compel, Carlson explains his theory that the Postal Service could continue to provide outgoing mail processing on Saturdays and simply eliminate delivery.  Motion to Compel at 2-3.  Carlson believes that under this framework, because the Postal Service would not be collecting outgoing mail from routes, the Postal Service could employ more mail processing consolidations on Saturdays and save some processing costs.  Id. at 3-4.  In the Motion for Certification, Carlson specifically addressed the relevance of each of the interrogatories.  Motion for Certification at 2-3.
The Postal Service filed in opposition to the Motion on May 26, 2010.
  The Postal Service contends that because this docket is established to examine a Postal Service plan to eliminate or reduce certain operations on a national scale, facility‑specific information is irrelevant.  Id. at 1-2.  
A motion to compel a response to an interrogatory is evaluated against a standard of whether or not an interrogatory “appears reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence” relevant to the subject matter of the proceeding.  39 CFR 3001.26(a).  
Reviewing these pleadings, it appears that the record supports a finding that the information sought by Carlson is reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  The burden, if any, on the Postal Service for providing the information sought by Carlson was not raised in the initial objection, and was not raised for the specific interrogatories sought.  The Postal Service’s relevance arguments are not persuasive, as this proceeding necessarily entails balancing reductions in service against the possible cost savings.  The information sought by Carlson may be of limited probative value, but it appears relevant to the balance between reductions in service and cost savings.
RULING

1. Presiding Officer’s Ruling 1/6 in this docket is vacated.
2. The Douglas F. Carlson Motion to Compel the United States Postal Service to Respond to Interrogatories DFC/USPS-T4-22-24, filed May 19, 2010, is granted.  The Postal Service shall respond to DFC/USPS-T4-22-24 by July 6, 2010.

3. The Douglas F. Carlson Motion for Certification of an Appeal of Presiding Officer’s Ruling N2010-1/6 is moot.

Ruth Y. Goldway
Presiding Officer
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