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POSTCOM/USPS-T41-5.  Please refer to your response to POSTCOM/USPS-T41-4 where you discuss your method for determining the maximum weight of a flat-shaped Bound Printed Matter (BPM) piece.

(a) POSTCOM/USPS-T41-4(b) asked for a “percentage distribution of Present Distribution flat mail pieces...” (emphasis supplied).  Your caption to Table 1 does not indicate that it is limited to flat shaped BPM pieces.  Is it?  If your answer is anything but an unequivocal affirmative:

(1) Provide the information requested for BPM flats.

(2) Describe, by shape, the population of mail pieces on which Table 1 reports.

(b) What is the average height and width of a BPM flat?  Please also describe your data source.

(c) What is the average height and width of a flat delivered by the Postal Service regardless of mail subclass?  Please also describe your data source.

(d) Using the density of a standard ream of business paper that you specified in your response to POSTCOM/USPS-T41-4 (0.0267 pounds per cubic inch), what is the weight of a BPM flat with a thickness of ¾” and with the average BPM flat height and width specified in your response to subpart (a) of this interrogatory?

(e) What percentage of BPM flats weigh more than the weight calculated in your response to subpart (c) of this interrogatory?  Please describe your data source and provide all underlying calculations.

(f) Using the density of a standard ream of business paper that you specified in your response to POSTCOM/USPS-T41-4 (0.0267 pounds per cubic inch), what is the weight of a BPM flat with a thickness of ¾” and with the average height and width specified in your response to subpart (b) of this interrogatory?

(g) What percentage of BPM flats weigh more than the weight calculated in your response to subpart (e) of this interrogatory?  Please describe your data source and provide all underlying calculations.

(h) Please provide a percentage distribution of BPM flats by one-inch height increment and describe your data source.

(i) Please provide a percentage distribution of flats regardless of mail subclass by one-inch height increment and describe your data source.

(j) Please provide a percentage distribution of BPM flats by one-inch width increment and describe your data source.

(k) Please provide a percentage distribution of flats regardless of mail subclass by one-inch width increment and describe your data source.

(l) Please provide a percentage distribution of Presort Bound Printed Matter parcels mail pieces by ½-pound increment that is analogous to Table 1 in your response to PostCom/USPS-T41-4b for Presort Bound Printed Matter flat-shaped mail pieces.
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