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Docket No. MC99-2 
Recommended Decision 

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY 

The Commission adopts a stipulation and agreement (“settlement agreement”) 

as the basis for its opinion and recommended decision on the Postal Service’s Docket 

No. MC99-2 request for a permanent classification and fees for certain weight-averaged 

nonletter-size Business Reply Mail (BRM). The settlement agreement gained the . 

unanimous support of all full participants and one limited participant. No participant 

opposed it. 

The terms of the Commission’s recommendation are identical to the Service’s 

request. They establish the weight averaging method of accounting as a permanent 

option for recipients of eligible nonletter-size BRM, with a service fee of 1 cent for each 

returned piece and a flat monthly accounting fee of $600. As with the existing manual 

method of accounting, recipients must also pay applicable postage. 

BRM flats and parcels, as well as BRM letters weighing more than two ounces, 

are eligible for the new classification, assuming recipients maintain an advance deposit 

account, pay an annual permit fee, and comply with other Postal Service regulations. 

There are no minimum volume requirements, but the Service anticipates that the 

financial benefits of the new method will accrue primarily to recipients with annual 

volume (in terms of returned pieces) of more than 100,000 nonletter-size BRM pieces. 

This decision, if approved by the Governors, completes Commission action in a 

series of cases that began with the Service’s request to conduct an experiment testing 

weight averaging and reverse manifesting as alternatives to its standard practice of 

accounting for nonletter-size BRM on a manual, or piece-by-piece, basis.’ Weight 

averaging entails weighing and rating eligible BRM in bulk (at postal facilities), using 

’ The underlying experiment was originally authorized for two years (from June 8, 1997 through 
June 7, 1999). The weight averaging experiment is now in a second, and temporary, phase. The reverse 
manifesting method expired June 7, 1999. 






























































