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OCA/USPS-T39-4.  Please refer to the response to OCA/USPS-167.

c. Refer to the response to part o., where it states that “The Test Year Before
Rates volume includes only the nonstandard pieces and the Test Year After
Rates [volume] includes both the nonstandard and non-machinable [pieces].”
For the Test Year After Rates, please provide volume of pieces that are
nonstandard and the volume of pieces that are nonmachinable.  Show all
calculations.

RESPONSE:

c. To clarify, letter-sized nonstandard pieces are nonmachinable.  The response

to POIR 4, Question 6 disaggregates the test-year-after-rates volume that

would pay the proposed nonmachinable surcharge for the single-piece First-

Class Mail, and Nonautomation Presort rate categories into (1) pieces that

would pay the proposed nonmachinable surcharge because they meet the

current nonstandard definition, and (2) pieces that would that would pay the

proposed nonmachinable surcharge because they fall under the expanded

definition of “nonmachinability” proposed in this docket.  By definition, First-

Class Mail Automation Letters and First-Class Mail Carrier Route Letters are

machinable and, therefore, not subject to the proposed nonmachinable

surcharge.  For Automation Flats, the proposed nonmachinability definition is

the same as the current nonstandard definition.  Therefore, in the test-year-

after-rates, all Automation Flats projected to pay the proposed nonmachinable

surcharge – 143,545 (000) pieces – do so because they fall under the current

nonstandard definition.




